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Late Lord Biſhop of DUR HAM, 
1 And altowed by him to be publiſhed alittle before 


his Death, at the carne} requeſt of his Friends, 


1 LONDON, 
I'Prin ted by Andrew Clark, for Henry Brome at the 
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My Lord, 
gag Hc Excellency of this 


_ 


 - * 1, 


| S5& Book anſwers the 

reatneſs of its Au- 
thor, and perhaps the 
badneſs of the Verſion 


is alſo proportioned to the mean- 


neſs of the Tranſlator, But the 
Engliſh being for thoſe that could 
not underſtand the Original that 


[they alſo mightbe inſtructed by ſo 


inſtructive a Diſcourſe, I hope 
with them my good intent wall 
excuſe my fault ; only my fear 1s, 

A 3 I ſhall 


uf 


 TheEpiſile Dedicatory. 
I ſhall want a good Plea where- 
with to ſue out my pardon for ha- 
ving intituled a. perſon of *the 
higheſt honour to. ſo poor a labour 
as 15 this of mine, My Lord, theſe 
were the inducements which ſet 
me upon this attempt, it bein 

the ſubject of the Book, to clea 
and aſſert an important truth, whic 

is as a Criterion whereby to kno 

the Sons of the Church of England 
from her ' Adverſaries ' on” bot 

hands, thoſe that adore, and thoſe 
that profane the bleſſed Sacrament: 
theſe that deſtroy the viſible Sign, 
and thoſe that deny the inviſible 
Grace: I thought 1 might juſtly 
offer 1t to {o pious and ſo muy 
Son of this Church, who own 

re 4 | 4 her 
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T he Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
| her in her moſt calamitous conditt- 
14.1 0n, and defends her in her happy 
the and moſt  envied reſtauration, 1 
was alſo perſwaded that the I ran- 
ſation, bearing your illuſtrious 
ſed name, would be thereby much re- 
commended to many, and fo be- 
come the more generally uſeful, 
And 1 confided much in your 
goodneſs and affability, who being 
by birth and merits cod to a high 
eminency, yet doth willingly con- 
deſcend to things and perſons of low 
eftate, 


a My Lord, I have only this one 
714 thing more to alledge hs my ſelf: 


ly Thatbeſides the atteſtation of pub- 
+ lick fame which [ hear of a long 
- time ſpeaking loud for you, I 

A 4 have 


 TheEpiſth Dedicatory. 
have theſe many years lived 1n a 
Family where your Vertues | 
being particularly known are par- | 
ticularly admired and honou- 
red; ſo that I could not but have 
an extraordinary reſpect and vene- 
ration for your Lordſhip, and be 
 gladtohave any occaſion to expreſs 
it, If theſe cannotclear me | muſt 
remain guilty of having taken this 
opportunity of declaring my ſelf 


Your Lorſhips 


Moſt humble and 


moſt obedient Servant 


Like de Beanlien. 
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| THE 
PUBLISHER 
TO THE 
READER: 


Wil 7 © now nineteen years fince 
this Hiſtorical Treatiſe was 
made by the Right Reverend 
| Father in God John Cofin, 
KAY whe? ( 71 the time of the 
LE WW /ate accurſed Rebellion ) he 


| was an Exile in Paris for 

bu Loyalty and Religiox's ſake z for being then 
commanded to remain in that City by his gracious 
Majeſty that now ts, (who was departing mto 
Germany by reaſon of a League newly made by 
the French King with our wicked Rebels) he 
was alſo ordered by him, as. he had been before 
by his bleſſed Father, Charles the Firſt, 4 
Prince never enough to be commended, to per- 
form Divine Offices iu the Royal ( bappet, and 
to endeavonr to keep and confirm in the Prote- 
ſlant Religion, profeſſed by the Charch of Eng- 
lang, hu fellow- Exiles, both of the Royal Fa- 
mily and others his Conntry-men who then lived 
in 


To the Reader. 


21 that place. Now the occaſion of his writing this 

Piece was thi: when bu Graciows Majeſty had 
choſen Colen for the place of his reſidence, be- 
ing ſolemuly invited, he viſited a neighbouring 
Potent Prince of the Empire, of the Roman 
Per ſwaſion , where it fell out, as tt doth uſually 
where Perſons of different Religions do meet ; 
ſome Jeſuits began to atirourſe of Controverſies 
with thoſe Nobleme:: 514 worthies, ( who never 
forſook their Prince in hu greateſt ſtraights, but 
were hu conſtant Attendants, and Imitators of 
hi ever conſtant Profeſſion of the Reformed Re- 
 ligion ) charging the Church of England with 
Hereſie, eſpecially in what concerns the Bleſſed 
Sacrament of the Lords Supper. They would 
have it, that our Church holds no real, bat only 
a kind of imaginary preſence of the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt ; bat that the Charch of Rome 
retained ſtill the wery ſame faith concerning this 
ſacred Myſtery, which the Catholick Church con- 
ftantly maintained in all Ages ; to wit, that 
the whole ſubſtance of the Bread and wine 
changed into the ſubſtance of the Body and Rloud 
of Chriſt, and right-well called Tranſubſtantia- 

tion by the Council of Trent, This, and much 
wore to the ſame purpoſe was pronounced by the 
Teſuits, in preſence of His Majeſty and the Ger- 

man Prince, with as much poſitiveneſs and 
confidence, as if it had been a clear and ſelf- 

evident truth owned by all the Learned. 
| His 
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Hu Sacred Majeſty, and his Noble CHtten- 
dants knew well enough that the Feſuits did 
ſhameleſly belie the Church of England, and 
that their brags about Roman Tranſubſtan- 
tiation were equally falſe and vain: But the 
German Prince having recommended to the 
peruſal of thoſe Honourable Perſons that fol- 
lowed the King a eManuſeript wherein ( as 
he ſaid) was proved by Authentick CAuthors 
all that had been advanced by the Feſuits. 
They thought it fit to acquaint the Reverend 
Dr. Cofin with the whole buſineſs, and 
intreat him that be would windicate the 
Church of England from the Calumny, and 
plainly declare what # her avowed Deftrine 
and belief about the true and real Preſence 
of Chriſt in the Bleſſed Sacrament. Heres 
upon our worthy Dottor, who was ever rea- 
diy and zealows to do good, eſpecially when it 
night benefit the Church of God, fell pre- 
ſently to work, and writ thu excellent 
Treatiſe as an Anſwer to the Prince's eMa- 
nuſcript, that if thoſe worthy Perſons plea- 
fed they night repay hu Highneſs kindneſs 
1m kind: Yet notwithſlanding the ſolicitations 
of thoſe that occaſioned it, and of others that 
had peruſed it, he would not yield to have 
it made publick while a few months before 
he died; becauſe having compoſed it for par- 

ticular Friends, he theught it ſufficient, that 
_” FT. "1, 


To the Reader. 
it had beer wſeful to them, But the Con- 
troverſie about the Preſence of (hriſt in the 
Eachavriſt, being of late years reſumed with 
much vigour, and even now famous by the 
learned and eloquent Diſputes of eMonſieur 
Claude, eMzniſter of the Reformed Church 
zu Paris, and eMonfieur Arnold Dottor of 
Sorbon, and others, who moved by their 
example, have entred the Liſts. The veite- 
rated and more earneſt importunities of his 
friends obtained at .laſl his conſent for the 
publication of this work; and the rather, 
becauſe he thought that the Error conſtantly 
maintained by the famous Doftor of Sorbon 
was by a lacky anticipation clearly and. ſtrong - 
ly confuted throughout this Book, for what- 
ever the Fathers have ſaid about the true 
and real Preſence of the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt in the Sacrament, that ſlout Roman 
Champion applies to his Tranſuoſtantiation, 
/ and then crows over his Adverſaries ſup- 
/ poſing that be hath ntterly overthrown the 
Proteſtants cauſe; whereas there # ſuch a 
wide difference, as. may be called a great 


\, Gulf fixed betwixt the true or real Pre- 


ſence of Chriſt in the Lords Supper, and the 
Tranſubſlantiation of the Bread aud wine 
into his Body and Bloud, Thu laſt u ſuch 
& Prodigie 44 t« neither taught by Scripture, 
vor Puſſible to be apprehenacd by faith ; it us 


repuz nant 


To the: Reader. 


repugnant #0 right reaſon, aid contrary 

to ſenſe; and is no where to be found in 
Ancient Writers : But the other is apree- 
able to Scripture, and to the Analogy of 
faith ; it is not againſt Reaſon, although be- 
ing ſpiritual it cannot be perceived by our 
bodily ſenſes, and it is back'd 'by the con- 
ſtant and unanimous Dottrine of the haly 
Fathers, Foy it makes nothing againſt it, 
that ſometimes the ſame Fathers do ſpeak of 
the Bread and Wine of the holy Euchariſt 
as of the very Body and Bloud of Chriſt, it be- 
ing « manner of ſpeech very proper and uſu- 
al in ſpeaking of Sacraments to give to the 
fign the name of the thing fignified: And 
however they explain themſelves in other 
places, when they frequently enough call the 
Sacramental Bread and Wine Types, Sym- 
bols, Figures, and Signs of the Body and 
Bloud of Chrift ; thereby acclaring openl 

for us againſt the Maintainers of Tranſul- 
ſtantiation, For we may ſafely, without any 
prejudice to our Tenet uſe thoſe Expreſſions 
of the Ancients which the Papiſts think to be 
moſt favourable to them, taking them in 4 
Sacramental ſenſe, as they ought to be; 
whereas , the laſt mentioned, that are againſt 
them, wone can uſe, but by ſo doing he ne- 
ceſſarily deftroys the whole contrivance of 
Tranſubſtantiation, it being altogether incon- 


ſiſtent 


Ts the Reader: 

fiftent to ſay, the Bread # ſubſtantially 
changed into . the Body of Chriſt, and the 
Bread is a Figure; 4 Sign, and a Repreſen- 
fation of the Body of Chriſt, For, what 
hath bft its being can in no wiſe ſignifie, 
or repreſent any other thing : Neither was 
ever any thing ſaid to repreſent and be the 
Figure and Sigu of it ſelf. But this is more 
at large\treated of in the Book it ſelf. | 
Now having given an acconnt of the occaſion 

of writing and publiſhing this Diſcourſe, per- 
haps the Reader will expet# that 1 ſhould 
ſay ſomething of its excellent Author : But 
ſhould 1 now undertake to ſpeak but of the 
moſt memorable things that concern this great 
Man, my thoughts would, be overwhelmed 
with their multitude, and 1 muſt be inju- 
rious both to him and my Reaaers, being 
confined within the narrow limits of a Pre> 
face, But what cannot be done here. may be 
apne ſomewhere elſe, God willing. This only 
1 would not have the Reader to be ignorant 
FE That this Learned man and .( us appears 
by this ) conſtent Profeſſor and Defender 

of the Proteſtant Religion was one of thoſe 
who was moſt vehemently atcuſed of Pope- 
7y by the Presbyterians before the late Wars, 
and for that reaſon bitterly perſecuted by 
them, and forced to forſake his Country ; 
whereby he ſecured bimſelf from the wic« 
lence 


To the Reader. | 

lence of their Hands, but nt of their 
Tongnes 5 for flill the good men kept up the 
noiſe of their clamorous Accuſation even while 


he was writing this moſt ſubſtantial Treatiſe 
againſt Trauſubſtantiation. 


Fohn Darel. 
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j The Red, that #4, true adi not Hatilaly 
© Preſence of Chriſt in the Sacrament of 
the Lords Supper is proved by Scripture. 
'Z and 3. Net this favours not the Tenet 

of Tranſubſtartiation, being if is not to 

©* be.underſtood. groſly' and carnally, but 
© ſpiritually and Sacramentally.. 4. The 
nature and uſe: of the ” we real 5.By 

-: means of the Elements of Bread and 

. Wine, Chriſt himſelf is ſpiritually. eaten 
by the Faithful in the Sacrament. 6. The 
_ eating and preſence being ſpiritual are 

- not deſtrudtive of the truth and ſubſtance 

= of the thing. 7. The manner of Preſence 
is unſearchable, and ought not to be 


2 preſumptuouſl defined. 


A ofe words which ont bleſſed 
WG Saviour uſed in the inſtituti- 
on of the Bleſſed Sacrament 
of the Euchariſt, This « my Meir 62 
body which # given for you; T bi i: my bloud ** ik. 
which F _ for you, for the remiſſion of fins, _ nag 
B | 


are 
GC 


PY F 


- 


tins 
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' are held and acknowledged by the Uni- 
*verſal Church to be moſt true and infalli- 


ble: Andif any one dares oppoſe them, 


or call in _ Chriſts Veracity,;or 


the trath 0 


his words, or refuſe to yield 


his fincere afſent ro them, excepr+he- be 


* As G. Calixtus 


writcs in ſome place. 
of his learned Ex! 


ercitations ; and be. 
fore him M. Cbenr- 
nitiuvs, in Exam. Con, 
Trid. atque in loch 
Theol. ' 


allowed to make a meer figment 
or a bare figure of thems *we 
caanot, and. ought not,, icither 
excuſe or ſuffer him in our 


"Churches ; for we muſt embrace 


and hold for an undoubted truth 


- whatever 4s taught by Divine 


Scripture, And therefore we can as 
little doubt of whar Chriſt ſaith, Joh.6.55 
eMy fleſþ #4 meat indeed, and my bloud u drink 


inaced ; 


which, according to St. Paul, are 


.both given to us by the conſecrated Ele- 


ments: 


I6, 


For he calls the Bread, the Com- 


1 Cor.1c« gywnto of Chrifts Body, and the Cup,. zhe 
Communion of his bloud. | 


2, Hence it is moſt evident that the 
Bread and Wine ( which according to 
St, Paul are the Elements of the holy Eu- 
chariſt ) are neither changed as to their 
ſubſtance, nor vaniſhr, nor reduc'd to no- 


thing : 


I 


bur are ſolemnly conſecrated by 


the words of Chriſt, that by them his 
blefied body and bloud may be communi- 
' 'Cated LO us, 


| 


3. And 
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of 'Tranſubſtantiation. 

\ 3: And further ir appears from the 
ſame words, that the expreſſion of Chriſt 
and the Apoſtle, is to be underſtood in 4 
Sacramental and myſtick ſenſe yz and that 
nogroſs and carnal preſence of body and 
blond can be maintained by them, 

4+ And though the word Sacrament be no 
where uſed inScripture to fignifie the bleſ- 
ſed Euchariſt, yer the Chriſtian Church, 
ever fince its Primitive ages, hath given it 
that name, and always called the pre- 
ſence of Chriſts body and bloud therein, 
Myſtick and Sacramental. Now a Sacra- 
mental expreſſion doth, without any in- 


convenience, give to the ſign the name of Exod.1:; 


the thing fignified: And ſuch is as well 
the uſual way of ſpeaking, as the nature 
of Sacraments, that not only the names, 


- but even the properties and effects of 


what they repreſent and exhibite, are gi- 
ven to the outward Elements. Hence ( as 
I ſaid before ) the Bread is as clearly as 
politively called by the Apoſtle, the Com- 
munion of the body of Chriſt. 

5. Thisalſoſeems very plain, that onr 
Bleſſed Saviour's defign was not ſo much 
to teach, what the Elements of Bread 
and Wine are by nature and ſubſtance, 
as what is their uſe and office and fignifi- 


cation in this Myſtery : For the body and 
B 2 bloud 


2], 
1 Cor,tog 
33 4% 


Joh.s. 


36. 


Mat.26, 


26, 


L "_ 


The Hiſtory © 
bloud of- our Saviour are not only fitly 
repreſented by the Elements, bur alſo, by 
vertue of his inſtitution really offered to 
all, by them, and ſo eaten by the faith- 
ful Myſtically and Sacramentally; whence 


itis, that betruly is and abides in m, and we | 


in him. JT | 

6. This 1s the ſpiritual '( and yet no 
leſs true and undoubtred than if it were 
corporal ) eating of Chriſt's: fleſh, not 
indeed ſimply as it is fleſh, without any 
otherreſpe& (for ſoit is not given,neither 
would it profitus) bur as it is crucified 
and given for the redemption of the 
world ; ' neither doth it hinder the truth 
and ſubſtance' of the thing, « that this 
eating of Chriſt's body is ſpiritual, and 
that by it the ſouls of the Faithfal, and 
not their ſtomachs, are fed by the opera- 
tion of the Holy Ghoſt : For this none 
can deny, but they who being ſtrangers 
to the Spirit and the divine vertue, can 
ſavour only carnal things, and to whom, 
what 1s Spiritual and Sacramental, is the 
ſameasif a meer nothing. 

7. As to the manner of the preſence of 
the-body and bloud of onr Lord in the 
Bleſſed Sacrament, we that are Proteſtant 
and Reformed according to the ancient 
Catholick Church, do not ſearch mn 
the 
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of Tranfubſtantiation. '5 
the manner of it with perplexing inqui- 
ries; but, after the example of the primi- 
to || tive and pureſt Church of Chriſt, we 
h- | leaveit to the power and wiſdom of our 
ce | Lord, yielding a full and unfeined aſſent 
ye | to:his words: Had: the Romich main- 
| taingrs of Tranſubſtantiation; done the 
no | ſame, they would not have: determined 
re || -and decreed, and then impoſed as an Ar- 
ot | ticle of faith abſolutely neceſſary to Sal- 
iy | vation,. a manner of preſence, newly by 
er | them invented, under 'pain of 'the moſt. 
ed | direfal Curſe, and there wonld have 
he | been in the Church leſs wrangling, and 
th | more peace and unity than now 18., 
11S * _ : 
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1, 2, and 3, 8c. The unanimous conſent | 
1 all Proteſtants with the Church' of | 
ngland, in maintainin? areal, that | 

is, true, but not acarnal preſence. of | 

- Chriſtin, the Bleſſed Sacrament, proved 
- by publick Confeſſions and the beſt of 
© Authirities. : ht Th Ny 


Is CO then, none 'of the Proteſtatit 
; Churches doubt of the real (thach 
15, true and not imaginary ) Preſence of | 
Chriſt's body and bloud in the Sacra- | 
ments and there appears no reaſon why | | 
any man ſhould ſuſpe& their commonEeon- | 
Mi feſſion, of either fraud or error,as though | | 
Wi in this particular they had in the leaſt 
departed from the Catholick faith. 

2, For it is eaſte to produce the con- 
fent of ;Reformed Churches and Au- 
| thors, whereby it wil! clearly appear (to 
j them that are not wilfully blind ) that 
they all zealouſly maintain and profeſs 
this truth, without forſaking in any wiſe 
the true Catholick Faith in this matter, 


3. 1 


of Tranfubſtantiation 7 


DotFrine -of the Old and New Teſtament, and < —_ 
what the Catholick Pathers and Ancient Prelates 1571.ch. 
have gathered and inferred out of it: Under preach. 
pain of Excommunication if they tranſoreſs, 
troubling the people with contrary Dottrine, It 
teacheth therefore, rhat in the Bleſſed S4- 
crament, the body of Chriſt #s given, takes 

and eaten; fo that to the worthy Receivers, the 
conſecrated and broken bread u the communice- Artic.of 
tiow of the budy of Chriſt, and likewiſe the 8: 
conſecrated Cup the communication of his bloud : * © 


| Biut that the wicked, and they that approach 


unworthily the Sacrament of ſo ſacred; « thing, 
eat ' and drink their own. damnation, in that 
they become guilty of the body and bloud of 
Chriſte. And the ſame Church in:2. ſolemn 
Prayer! .before the conſecration. prays 
thus's (Grant us, gracious Lord, (a'toeat the ' 

eſb of thy dear SonFefus Chriſt,and to drink his 

fond, that our finful bodies may be made clean Comm. 
by his body, and onr ſouls waſhed through his © 


muſt precious bloud, and that we may tvermore 


dwell in bim, and he in u;, The Prieſt alſo, 
bleſſing or conſecrating the. Bread . and 
Wineſaith thus, Hear ws O merciful Father, 

B 4 we 
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ave moſt humbly beſeech thee, and grant that we 


.- Teceiving theſe thy Creatures of Brea#" and 


Chriſt's holy inſtitution, in remembrance uf his > | 


Death'and Paſſion, may be partakers af hi.1nv 


bleſſed body and bloud : who in the ſame night | 
that he was betrayed took bread, ' and whin-he | 


hid given thanks, he brake it, and"gave'it to 
his Diſciples, ſaying; take, eat, this & mybo- 
dy which # \given for you, do this in 'remem- 


branceaf me. Likewiſe after Suppev he rok 'rhe | 


Cop, ani when he had given thinks hoguve it 
fo then; ſaying, Arint ye all of thisy for this 
& my blouil of the New Teſtament, "which is 


ſhed for you, and for'many for the rewviſfion-of | 


fins : Do this a5 oft a4 "ye fball arinkit 4in re- 
mevikzance \'of me. The ſame, when the 
gives the Sacrament to'the peopleikneel- 
ing, 'Siving the bread, ſaith ; 'The"bodj'of 
our Logd Feſus Chriſt which was given for ter, 
preſerve thy'body and ſoul unto everl/tingife. 


'Likewife when he gives the Cup,heſaiohi 


The bloud of our Lord Feſus Chriſt which was 
ſhed for thee, preſerve thy body and ſoeltrever- 
laſting life.” Afterwards, when 'the Com- 
munion-ts done, follows a thankſgiving ; 
CAmighty end everliving God, we-noſh tears 
tily thank thee, for that thou doſt-vouchſafe' to 
feed us, who have duly received theſe kyly\My- 


fleries, with the ſpiritual ford of : the © wuft 


precious 


of Tranſubſt antilition. 
precions body and bload of thy Sort our Seviour 


Feſu Chrift.; With the Hymn, . Ghry-.be to. 


God on high, &c, Alſo, ig. the publick, Au- 


$ thorized, Catechiſm of' our Church, ap- 
} pointed to belearned of all,- it'is anſwe- 
7 red.tothe queſtion concerning the inward 


part of. the. Sacrament; that it i. the body 


| and bloudef Chriſt whichare verily and indeed 


fakenand received by the Faithful in, the, Lords 


| Supper. And jn the Apology. for, this 
{ Church, writ by that, worthy and Reve- 
| rend. Prelate Fewel Biſhop of Salubury,. it 


is expreſly affirmed, That zo the, faithful, 
& truly. giyen..n. the Secravent, the. heady and 
bloud. of; our-Lord, the; life-giving fleſh of. the 
Sos of ' God-which quitkens our ſouls,. . the .bxgadl 
that came from heaven,'ithe food uf; immortali- 
t,.grate andiruth, and-life-:. 4nd that; it ut 
the Communiot of the tady. and bloud of Chriſt, 
that we my :abide;in. hins,. and. be in us 55 and 
that we; mey be aſcertained that , the Al .4nd 
blond of Chriſt s the food of. or fouls, .q4.bread 
ure Bip png > oor 

-: 4: A while before the, writing of this 
Apology, came: forth the DialeQuek of 
the famous Dr. Poiner-Biſhop of Wincheſter $ 
concerning the, truth,: nature, -and; ſub- 
ſtance of He body. and bloud of Chriſt 
jn.the/blefled Sacrament, writ. on:purpoſe 
to.cxplain and manifeſt the Faith and 
Sad 0 Ep & SY S Dogrine 
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Doftrine of the Church of Exz/and in thatj 
point; In the firſt place it ſhews, zhat thel 
holy Enchariſt is not only the figure, but alſo 
cot ains is it ſelf the truth, nature, and ſub- | 
ſtance of the body of our bleſſed Saviour ; and 
that theſe words, nature and ſubſtance ought | 
| of to be yejefted, becauſe the Fathers uſed} 
them in ſpeaking of that Myſtery. Secondly, | 
He imquifres whether thoſe expreſſions, 
truth, nature, and ſubſtance were wſed in 
this Myſtery by the Ancients, in their common 
acceptation, or in a ſenſe more particular and 
proper to the Sacraments? Becauſe we muſt not 
only obſerve what words they uſed, but alſo 
what they meant to fignifie and to teach by them. 
And though with the Fathers he acknow- 
. ledged a difference, betwixt the body of 
Chriſt in its natural'form of--a humane 
body, and that Myftick body 'preſent in 
rhe Sacrament, yer he choſe rather'to put 
that difference in the manner of preſence ahd 
exhibition; than inthe" ſubject it ſelf, rhas ic, 
the.real body and bloud of our 'Saviogr being 
itis.moſt certain, (that no other body is 
given to the faithful in the Sacrament than 
that which was by Chriſt given to death 
for their Redemption. Laſtly, -he affirms, 
according to the unanimou conſent. of the Fa- 
thers, that thu matter muſt be underſtood in a 
ſpiritual ſenſe, baniſhing all groſſer' and more 
carnal thoughts. | 5. To 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
" 5, To Biſhop Poiner ſucceeded in the 


| ſime -See the right Reverend Doctors 


T. Bilſon and L. _Avdrews, Prelates both 


: of them, throughly learned, and great 
| defenders of the Primitive Faith, who 


made it moft evident by their Printed 
Writings, ' that the Faith and Do@rine 


| of the Church of England is in all _ 
e 


agreeable to the holy Scriptures, and t 
Divinity of the Ancient Fathers. And as 
ro what regards this Myſtery, the (a) firſt 
rreats of it, in his Anſwer to the Apology 
of Cardinal Alan, and the (6) laſt in his 
Anfwer to the Apology of Cardinal' Ze. 
larmine, where you may find things wor- 
thy to be read and noted as follows. Chr 
ſaid, thu # my body ;, in thi, the objeft, we 
ire agreed with you, the manner only u contro- 
wverted, we hold by a firm belief that it 15s the 
body of Chriſt, of the manner how it comes to 
be ſo there is not a word im the Goſpel; and be- 
cauſe the Scripture is filent in this, .we juſtly 
difown it to be a matter of Faith : We may. mr 
deed rank it among Tenets of the School, but 
hy 10 means, among the Articles of our Chri- 
ſtian Belief. We like well of what Durandus 
7i reported to have ſaid, (| we hear the Word, 
and feel the motion, we know not the manner, 
«nd yet believe the Preſence : ] Fer we believe 
4 Real Preſence no leſs than you av. we dare ” 
c 


aBilſ.rcſp. 
ad Card. 
Alanl. 4, 
b Andr. 
reſp. ad 
Apol Bet. 
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be fo bold as reſumptuouſty to define any thing 


concerning the manner of « true . Preſence, or 


rather, we do wot fo much as troable.our ſelves. | 


with being. inquiſutive about it ; mo more oy 
in Baptiſm, how the bloud of Chriſt waſhet 
*s 5 or in the Incarnation of our Redeemer, how, 
the Divine aud Humane Nature. were unite 
together. we pat it in the number of ſacred. 
things or Sacrifices, ( the Euchariſt it ſelf be. 
7g 4 Sacred Myſtery.) whereof. the remuants 
oupht to be conſumed mith fire, that is; ( as the 


Fathers elegantly have it ) ador'd by faith, but 


met ſearcht by reaſon,  . 
 caſ.Fp, \ 6. Tothe ſame ſenſe ſpeaks If. Cauſe 
frog bon, in the Epiſtle he wrote by order from 
With King Fames ro Cardinal Perroz; ſo doth 
Ep. Roff. alſo 2 Hooker in his Eccleſiaſtical Polity, Book 5. 
* on $. 67." Fobn Biſhop of Rocheſter in his Book, 
Monrac. in OF the. Tomer of the Pope 5 Re Mountague Bi- 
_ ſhop. of Norwich againſt Zullinger , Fames 
wane * mate of Armach in his Anſwer to the 
e eſuit + Francis Biſhop of Eli, and wil- 
fil Ele Are hbiſbop of Canterbury, 1 in their 
cIna Anſwer to Fiſber; (c) John Overal{ Biſhop 
ceripe Of , Norwich, "and many others in the 
hortly Ch rch of England, who neytr departed 


Printed, 


ro be from the Faith and Dottrine pf the anci- 


ent Catholick Fathers, which' is by Law 
eſtabliſhed, and with oreatcare and vene- 
ration received' and preſerved. in our 
Charch, 7. To 
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of Tranſubſtantidtion. 
7. To theſe alſo we may juſtly add that 
famous Prelate. Antonius de - Domino Arch- 


| biſhopof Spalato, 2 man well verſed in the 
7 —_ Writings, and the Records of 
Z Antiquity.; who having'left 1:a/y ( when 


w, } he could no. longer remain in it, either 


} with quiet. or ſafety) by the advice of 


. | his intimate Friend: Paulws YVeneras, took 


SanQuuary. under the proteRion of King 


| James of 'bleſled memory, in the boſome 


of the Church of England, which he did 
faithfally follow in all Points and Arti- 
cles of Religion : But being daily vex'd 
with many affronts and injuries, and 
wearied by the unjuſt perſecutions of 
ſome ſour and over-rigid men, + who 
bitterly declaimed every where againſt 
his life -and actions, he at laſt reſolved to 
retarn into, 7#aly with a ſafe condu, Be- 
fore he departed, he was, by order from 
the King, queſtioned by ſome Commiſ- 
ſionated Biſhops what he thought of the 
Religion and Church of England, which 
for (ſo many years he had owned and obey- 
ed, and what he would ſay of it in the 
Roman Court : to this Query he gave in 
writing this memorable anſwer, 7 am ze- 
ſolved, even with the danger of my life, to 
profeſs before the Pope himſelf, that the Church 
of England 7s a trae and Orthodox Church of 

Chriſt. 
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Chrift. This he not only promiſed but 
faithfully performed, for though, ſoon 
after his departure, there came a Book þ 
out of the Low Countries, fallly bearing | 
his name, by whoſe title many were de. } 
ceived even. among the Engliſh, and | 
thereby moved to tax him with Apoſtacy, þ 
and of being another Eubokus ;' yet when 
he came to Rowe ( where he was moſt kind- 
ly entertained in the Palace of Pope Gre- | 
ory the Fifteenth, who formerly had been | 
is Feilow-ſtudent ) he could never be 
perſwaded by the Jeſwrs and others who 
daily thronged upon him, neither to ſub- 
ſcribe -the new.deviſed-Tenets of the 
Council of Tyrexr, or to retract thoſe Or- 
thodox Books which he had Printed in 
England and Germany, or to renounce the 
Communion of the Church of Exglend, 
in whoſe defence he conſtantly perſiſted 
co the very laſt, But preſently after the 
deceaſe of Pope Gregory, he was impri- 
ſoned by the Feſuirs and 1nquiſitors in 
Caſtle St. Angelo, where, by being barba- 
rouſly uſed, and almoſt ſtarved, he ſoon 
got a mortal ſickneſs, and died in a few 
days, though not without ſuſpicion of 
being poyſonzd. The day following his 
Corps was, by the ſentence of the 72qui- 
fition, tryed to an infamous ſtake,and _ 
urnet 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 
burnt to aſhes; for no other-reaſon;} but 
that he refuſed to make abjuration of the 


{Religion of the Church of Zzgland, and 
ſubſcribe ſome of the lately-made-De- 
# crees of Trent, which were preſt upon him 
Zas Canons of the Catholick Faith, I 
y have taken occaſion to infert this narra- 


tion, perhaps not known to manyz to 
make it appear, that this Reverend Pre- 


} late, who did great ſervice to the Church 
! of God, may juſtly ( as Iſaid before ) be 


reckoned amongſt the Writers of the 
Church of Ezgland. | 

Let us hear therefore what he taught 
and writ, when he was in Exg/axd, in his 
Books de Repab. Eccl. Lib.5, Cap.6, Num.20, 
Foy a thouſand years together ( ſaith he) the 
holy Catholick Charch content with a ſober 


knowledge of Divine Myſteries, believed ſo* 


berly, and ſafely did teach, that in the Sacra- 
ment duly Conſecrated, the Faithful did own, 
receive, and eat the Body and Blond of Chriſt, 
which by the Sacred Bread and wine are given 
to them, but as to the particular manner how 
that precious Body and Blond us offered and given 
by that Myſterious Sacrament, the Church did 
hambly and religiouſly acknowledge her ig no- 
rance: The real thing with its effects ſhe joy- 
fully own'd and received, but meekly and de- 
wvoutly abſtained from inquiring into the mauner. 

Item 
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Ttem (Numb.73.) the true and real Body of 
Chyiſt us moſt certainly and undoubtedly given 
ini the- holy Sactament; yet not carnally, but 
Spiritadlly. Again (Numb. 169. ) 1 doabtÞ 
nat,” but all: they that believe the Goſpel, will 
acknowledee that in the: holy Communion we re-% 
6eiwe the true watwre of the fleſh of Chriſti} 
real and ſubſtantial. we all teach that the boay 
of Chriſt # preſent as to. its reality and nature, 
bat. a'carnah and_jorporal manner of preſence 
we reject with St. Bernard, and all the Fa- 
thersAnd-in. Appen.ad Ambroſium, Numb.7. 
1 know and acknowledge that with the Bread 

ftill remaining bread, ,the true and real body 0 
Chriſt 3s given, yet: wot corporally : 1 aſſent in 
the thing, but not in the manner. Therefore} 
thongh there is a change in the Bread, when it 
brings into the Souls of worthy Communicants, 
the true body of Chriſt which # the ſubſtance of 
the Sacrament : Tet if doth not follow that the 
Bread lboſeth its omen, \to become the jonfonce 0 

the body. of Chriſt, 8c. Theſe, and muc 
more to the ſame purpoſe,. agreeable to 
the Religion and Church of Exg/and, and 
all orher Proteflant Churches, you may 
find in the ſame Chapter, and in a Trea- 
tiſe annext to the ſixth Book, againft the 
famous Feſvit,. Saarez, who had writ 
againſt Xizp James, and the Errors ( as he 
calls them ) of the Church of &22/and: 
| : In 
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of Tranſt ubſtantiation. 


In the ſecond Chapter our Prelate proves 
clearly, according to its title, That thoſe 
Points which the Papiſts maintain againſt the 
Proteſtants belong not in any wiſe to the Catho- 


8 lick Faith, ( 95S Tranſubſtantiation,&Cc; ) 


'8. As for the opinion and belief of the 


7 German Proteſtants, It will be known 


chiefly by the Auguſian Confeſhon, pre- .,.. ,,. 
ſented chks wp by the Princes of Sx 4 
the Empire and other great Perſons, For Conf 
they teach, That zot only the Bread and wint, Ger 
but the Body and Bloud of (hriſt # truly given Churches 
zo the Receivers s Or, aS It 15 1Nn another Edi- 
tion, That the Body ad Blond of (Chriſt are 
truly preſent, and diftributed to the Communi- 
cants in the Lords Supper, and refute thoſe 
that teach otherwiſe. They alſo declare, 
That we muſt ſo uſe the Sacraments, as to be- 
lieve and embrace by Faith thoſe things pro- 
miſed which the Sacraments offer and convey to 
w, Yet we may obſerve here, that Faith 
makes not thoſe things preſent which: are 
promiſed ; for Faith (as it is well known) 
15 more properly ſaid to take and appre-+ 
hend, than to promiſe or perform: Bur 
the Word and Promiſe of God, on which 
our Faith is grounded ( and not Faith ic 
ſelf ) make that preſent which is pro- 
miſed ; as it was agreed at a Conference £7. 
at St, German betwixt ſome Proteſtants 1561, * 
C | and 
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and Papiſts : And therefore ir is unjuſtly 
laid to our charge by ſome in the Church 
of Rome, as if we ſhould believe, that 
the preſence and participation of Chriſt, 
in the Sacrament, is effe&ted meerly by 
the power of Faith. 


The $1x- 9+ The Saxon Confeſſion, approved by | 


en Con= Other Churches, ſeems to be a repetition 
feſlion. of the Auguſten: Therein we are taught, 
That Sacraments are attions divinely inſtitu- 


ted, and that although the ſame things or atti- | 
Art.15. ons in common uſe have nothing of the nature | 


of Sacraments, yet when uſed according to the 
divine inſlitation, Chriſt # truly and ſubſtan- 
tially preſent in the Communion, and hu Body 
and Bloud truly given to the Receivers ſo that 
pit Trin, fe teffifies that he # in them; as St. Hillary 
1.8, faith, Theſe things taken and received make 
12 to bein Chriſt,and Chriſt to be in us, 
The Con. 19+ The Confeſſion of Wittemberg, 
feſſion of Whichin the year 1552 was propounded to 
Winemb. the Council of Trext, is like unto this : 
For it teacheth, That zhe true Body and 
Blond of Chriſt are given in the holy Communi- 
In the 0”, and refates thoſe that ſay, That the 
Preface, Bread and wine in the Sacrament are only 
fians of the abſent Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt. | | 
Confds, 11, The Bohemian Confeſſion alſo, that 
Bebem. js of them who by contempt, and out of 
| ignorance, 


| of wittemberg, teacheth, that we eought 
| from the heart to believe, and to profeſs by 
| words, that the Bread of the Loras Supper us 


of Tranſubſtantiation. = 1g 


ionorance, are called by ſome Picards 
and waldenſes, preſented to' King Fer- 
dinand by the Barons and Nobles of 
Bohemia, and, approved by Luther, and 
eMelantthon, and the Famous Univerſity 


Art.13 


the true Body of Chriſt which was given for um, 


| andthe wine, his true Bloud that was ſhed for 
| 22: And that it is not lawful for any perſon to 


bring or add any thing of his own to the words 
of Chriſt, or in the leaſt to take any thing from 
them, And when this their Confeffion 
was defamed and abuſed by ſome of their 
Adverſaries, they anſwered, That zhey 
would ever be ready to refute the Calumniators, 
and to make it appear by ſtrong Arguments, and 
a ſtronger Faith, that they never were, and by 
Gods grace, never would be what their Adver- 
ſaries repreſented them, 

12. In the ſame manner, The Conci- Conſenſus 
liation of the Articles of the Lords Sup- *#nm 
per, and the mutual agreement betwixt 
the Churches of the greater and lefler 
Polonia in the Synod of Sexdomiry, we hold Near the. 
together ( ſay they ) the belief of the words 6m": 
of” Chriſt, as they have been rightly underſtood 
by the Fathers; or to ſpeak more plain, we 
believe and confeſs, that = ſubſtantial Preſence 
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of Chriſt ts not only ſignified in the Lords Sup- 
per, but alſo that the Body and Bloud of our Lord 
# truly offered and granted to worthy Receivers, 
together with thoſe ſacred ſigns which convey to 
wu the thing. fignified, according tothe nature of 


 Sacragpents, and leſt the different ways of 


Confeſſio 
Theol. Ar- 
gent. 


Baſil. 


ſpeaking (bould breed any contention, we mutu-| 


ally conſent to ſubſcribe that Article concerning 
the Lords Supper which u in the Confeſſion of the 
Churches of Saxony, which they ſent to the 
Council of Trent; and we bold and acknow- 
leage it te be ſound and piow, Then they re- 
peat the whole Article, mentioned and ſet 
down a little before, 

13. Luther was once of opinion that the 


Divines of Baſil and Strasbourg did ac-| 


knowledge nothing in the Lords Supper 
beſides Bread and Wine. To him Bucerw, 
in the name of all the reſt, did freely an- 
ſwer, That they all unanimonſly did condemn 
that error ; that neither they, nor the Switzers 
ever believed or taught any ſuch thing z that 
none could expreſly be charged with that Error, 
except the Anabaptiſts : Axd that he alſo had 
once been perſwaaed, that Luther iz his wri- 
tins attributed too much to the outward Sym- 
bols, and maintained a groſſer Union of Chriſt 
with the Bread than the Scriptures did allow., 
as thoug h Chriſt bad been corporally preſent with 
2t, united into a natural ſubſtance with ths 

. Bread ; 
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SUN Bread 5 fo that the wicked as well as the faith- 
Lora ful were made partakers of grace by receiving 
e158 the Element : But that their own Dottrine and 
) Hd belief concerning that Sacrament was, that the 
'© JE erue Body and Bloud "of Chriſt was truly pre- 
' IF ſented, given, and received together with the 
u1u-Y oifible figns of Bread and wine; by the opera- 
eh tion of our Lord, and by vertne of hu inſlitu- 
the tion, according to the plain ſound and ſenſe of 
the by words ; and that not only Tuinglius and 
"x Occolampadins had ſo taught, but they alſo, 
1C-Þ 2n the publick Confeſſions of the Churches of the 
ſet Upper Germany, and other Writings, confeſt 

i s ſo that the Controverſie was rather about 
thel zhe manner of the preſence or abſence, thaz about 
acl thepreſence or abſence it ſelf; All which Bacer*s 
pery Aﬀociates confirm after hini, He alſo 
#} adds, That the Magiſtrates in their Churches 
an-l bad denounced very ſevere puniſhments to any 
mn that ſhould deny the preſence of the Body and 
ery Bloud of Chriſt in the Lords Supper. Bucerus 
bat did. alſo maintain this Doctrine of the 
07, bleſſed Sacrament in preſence of the 
Jad Lanadgrave of Heſſe and Melanithon, confeſ- 
77” || fing, That together with the Sacrament we 
mM” | truly and ſubſtantially receive the body of Chriſt, 
if | Alſo, That the Bread and Wine are conferring 
W.; | fins, giving what they repreſent, ſo that to- 
th gether with them the Body of Chriſt # given 
hs | and received, And to theſe he adds, That 
| C 3 the 
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the Body and Bread are not united in the mix+ 
fure of their ſubſtance,but in that the Sacrament g 
gives what" it promiſeth, that wu, the one 1 
never without the other '; and ſo they agreein! 
ou both parts, that the Bread and Wine are not 
changed, he holds ſuch a Sacramental UVnion,| 
Lather having heard this, declared alſqy 
his opinion thus, That he did not locally in 
clude the Body and Bloud of Chriſt with the 
Bread and Wine, and unite them together by 
any natural connexion ; and that he did nal 
make proper to the Sacraments that wertu 
whereby they brought Salvation to the, Recei- 
vers, but that he maintainea only a Sacramen- 
tal Union betwixt the Body of Chriſt and thi} 
Bread, and betwixt his Bloud and the Wine ; 
avd did teach, that the power of confirming 
our Faith, which-he attributed to the Sacra- 
ments, was not uaturally inherent in the out- 
ward ſigns, but proceeded from the operation of 
Chriſt, and was given by his Spirit, by ha 
words, and by the Elements, And finally, inf 
this manner he'ſpake to all chat were pre-|j 
ſent; 1f you believe and teach that in the 
Lords Supper the trne Body and Bloud of Chriff 
# given and received, and ut the Bread and 
Wine only ; and that this giving and receiving 
i real and not imaginary, we are agreed, and 
we ow? you for dear Brethren in the Lord, All 
this is ſet down at larpe in the twentieth 

| Tome 
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Tome of Luthers Works, and in the En- 


glifh Works of Zucer. 


14. The next will be the Gallicay Con- The 
feſſion, made at Pars in a National Sy- Fre 


{ nod, and preſented to King Charles IX, 
E at the Conference of Poifſy, Which ſpeaks 
E of the Sacrament on this wiſe : Although 
yin Chriſt be in heaven, where . he is to remain u- 
til he come to judge the world, yet we believe 
r by that by the ſecret and incomprehenſible virtue 
not of his Spirit, he feeds and wivifies us by the 
rt ſubſtance of his Body and Bloud received by 
cer Faith: now we ſay that thu # done in 4 ſpiritual Art.;s. 
xj manner ; not that we believe it to be a fancy 
thij and imagination, inflead of a truth and real 
| effett, but rather becauſe that Myſtery of onr 
ine Union with Chriſt # of ſo ſublime « nature, 
raj that it s a4 much above the capacity of onr ſen- 
ut} ſes, as it is above the order of nature. Item, 
s offi we believe that in the Lords Sapper God gives 
hay wc really, that is, truly, andefficaciouſly, what- 
inf ever # repreſented by the Sacrament, with the 
ej ſigns we joyn the true Poſſeſſion and fruition of 
hel} the thing by them offered to m: And ſo, that 
ii Bread and wine which are given to m, become 
df oar ſpiritual nouriſhment, in that they make it 
wh in ſome manner viſible to ws that the Fleſh of 
val (Chriſt # our food, and bu Bloud our drink. 
1 Therefore thoſe Fanaticks that reject theſe Signs 


hl and Symbols are by us rejefted, our bleſſed 
e C 4 Saviour 


24 © "The Hiſtory 
Saviour having ſaid, This is my body, and thi 
Cap i4 my bloud, This Confeſſion hath been 
ſubſcribed by the Church of Geneva. 


Le2te 


in the Lords Supper, beſides the benefits of 


Chriſt, the ſubſtance alſo of the Son of man, | 
his true body, with his blond ſhed for ws, are | 
not only figuratively ſignified by Types and Sym- | 


bols, as memorials of things abſent z but alſo, 
irnly and certainly preſented, given, and of- 
fered to be applied, by ſigns that are not bare 
and deſtitute, but ( on Gods part, in regard of 
his offer and promiſe ) always undonbtedly 
accompanied with what they figuifie, whether 
they be offered togood or bad Chriſtians, + 
B-lg. 16, Now follows the Beloick Confeſh- 
| _ on, which profeſſeth it zo be moſt certain, 
M3 that Chriſt doth really effelt in us what i fiou- 
red bythe ſigns, althcngh it be above the ca- 
pacity of our reaſon to nnderſiand which way ; 
the operations of the Holy Ghoſt being always 
occult and incomprehenſible. 
Helvet. 17. The more ancient Confeſſion of 
confeſſ. the Switzers, made by common conſent at 
prior Bafil, and approved by all the Helverick- 
Ch,:i, Proteſtant Churches, hath it, That while 
the Faithful cat the bread, and drink the cup of 
| the 


Le 


15, The Envoyes from the French! 
Ecc! Galt, Churches to worms made a declaration | 
conf-1555 concerning that Myſtery, much after the 
ſame manner : We confeſs ( ſay they ) that | 


#/ 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


the Lord, they, by the operation of Chrift 
working by the Holy Spirit, receive the Body 
and Bloud of our Lord, and thereby are fed unto 


s Eternal . ife, But notwithſtanding that, 
ion F they affirm, that this food is ſpiritgal, 


yet they afterwards concludes That by 


U /piritual food they nnderfland not imaginary, but 
| the wery body. of Chriſt which was given for 
| 44. | 

{ 18: And the latter Confeſſion of the Hetver: 
| Switzers, writand Printed in 1566. affirms 


as expreſly the true preſence of Chriſts 
body in the: Euchariſt, thus; Outwardly 
the bread un offered by the Miniſter, and the 
words of Chrifl heard, Take, eat, thu is my 
Boay, drink ye all of thu, this is my Blogd, 
Therefore" the Faithful receive what Chriſts 
Miniſter gives, and drink of the Lords Cup : 
And at the ſame time, by the power of Chriſt 
working by the Holy Ghoſt, are fed by the fleſb 
and bloud of our Lord unto eternal life, &c, 
Again, Chriſt # not abſent from his Church 
celebrating hu holy Supper. The Sun in heaven, 
keing diſtant from us, us nevertheleſs preſent 
by his efficacy ; how much more ſhall Chriſt the 
Sun of righteouſneſs, who # bodily in heaven, 
abſent from us, be ſpiritzally preſent to us by 
hu life-giving virtue, and as he declared in his 
laſt Sapper he would be preſent, Joh.14.15,16, 
whence it follows that we have no, Communion 

wit hout 


25 
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ſterior, 


26 .* .-. The Hiſtory 
without Chriſt, Now to this Confeſſion, 
not only the Reformed Sw#zers did ſub- 
ſcribe, but alſo the Churches of Huxgary,f 
Pannonia, or Tranſilvania, Poland, and Li-# 
thaaxis, which follow neither the A4ugu-Þ 
flan nor Bohemian Confeſſions: Ir was ſub-| 
ſcribed alſo by the Churches of Scotland}; 
and Geneva. | 
19, Laſtly, Let us hear the renowned 
Declaration of the. Reformed. Churches 
of Poland, made in the Aſſembly of Thoran, | 
whereby they profeſs, that as to what 
concerns the Sacrament of . the Euchariſt, # |; 
they aſſent to that opinion which in the Augu- 
ſtan Confeſſion, in the Bohemian, and that of 
Sendom.' # confirmed by Scripture, Then 
afterwards in another Declaration they 
explain their own Mind, thus ſaying : | 
I. That the Sacrament confiſteth of earthly | 
things, as Bread and wine ; and things hea- 
wenly, as the Body and Bloud of our Lord; | 
bothof which, though in a different manner, | 
yet moſt truly and really, are given together. | 
at the ſame time; earthly things, an an earthly, 
corporal, and natural way ; heavenly things, 
in a myſtick, ſpiritual, and heavenly manner. 
2. Hence they infer, That the Bread and 
wine are, and are ſaid to be, with truth, the 
very Body and Bloud of Chriſt z not ſubſtantt- 
ally indeed, that #, mot corporally, but Sacra- 
mentally 
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of 'Tranſubſtantiation, + . 
mentally and Myftically, by wertue of the Sa- 
cramental Unions which confiſteth not in « bare 


| fianification or oblig ation only, but alſo in a real 
” exhibition and communicatios of both parts, 
} earthly and heavenly, together at once, though 
in adiferent manner, 3. In that ſenſe they 


affirm with the Ancients, That the Bread 
and Wine are changed into the Body and Bloud 
of Chrift, not in nature and ſubſtance, but in 
aſe and efficacy ; tin which yeſpett the ſacred 


Elements are net called what they are to ſenſe, - 


but what they are believed and received by 


faith grounded on the Promiſe, 4. They deny | 


to believe the figns to be bare, inefficacious, and 
empty, but rather ſuch as truly give what they 
ſeal and fignifie, being efficacious inſtruments 
azd moſt certain means whereby the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt, and fo, Chriſt himſelf with all 
his benefits, us ſet forth and offered to all Commus- 
nicants, but conferred and given to true Be- 
lievers, and by them received as the ſaving and 
wvivifying food of their Souls, 5. They deny 
not the tre preſence of the bedy and bloud of 
(hrift in the Lords Supper, but only the Cor- 
poral manner of his Preſence. They believe 
a Myſtical Union betwixt Chrift and us, and 
that, not imaginary, but moſt true, real, aud 
efficaciow. 6, Thence they conclude, That 
mot only t he vertue, efficacy, operation, or bene- 
fits of Chriſt are communicared to us, but more 
| | eſpecially 


27 


Comm. 


eſpecially the very ſubſtance of his Body and 


Bloud, ſo that, he akides in. w, and we in 
him. 


20, Now becauſe creat is the fame of . 
Calvin ( who ſubſcribed the Auguſtlay Con- Þ 
feſlion, and that of the Switzers ) letus | 


hear what he writ and believed concern- 
ing this ſacred Myſtery : His words in his 
Inſtitutions and elſewhere are ſuch,ſo con- 
formable to the ſtile and mind of the An- 
cient Fathers, that no Catholick Prote- 
ſtant would wiſhto uſe any other. 7 undey- 


on 1 Cor. ſtand (ſaith be ) what « to be wnderſtood by 


Tnſtit, 
Book 4. 
Ch.17. 


the words of Chriſt , that he doth mot only offer 
14 the benefits of his Death and Reſarrefion, 
but hu wery. body, -wherein he died. and roſe 
again, I aſſert that the body of Chriſt u really 
( as the uſual expreſſion u ) that ts, truly gi- 
wen to us in the Sacrament, to be the ſaviug 
food of our fouls. Alſo in another place, 
Item, That word cannet lie, neither can it 
mock us ; and except one preſumes to call God 4 
deceiver be will never dare to ſay, that the 
Symbols are empty, and that (hrift # mot in 
them, Therefore if by the breaking of the 
bread our Saviour doth repreſent the participa« 
tion of hu body, it t not to be aoubted but that 


| be truly gives and confers it, If it be true that 


the viſible ſin ts given m1, to ſeal the gift of an 
inviſible thinzs, we muſt firmly believe, that 
recetuing 


of Tran ubſtantiation. 
receiving the ſigns of the body, we alſo certain- 
ly receive the boay it ſelf. . Setting aſide all ab- 


| ſarditics, 1 do willingly admit all thoſe terms 

| that can moſt ſtrongly expreſs the true and ſub- 
* ſftantial Communication of the Body aud Bloud of 

Chriſt, grazted to the Faithful with the Sym 
E bols of the Loras Supper ; and that, not as if 
: they received only by the force of their imagi- 
E ration, or an att of their minds, bat really, ſo 
: a4to be fed thereby unto Eternal life, Again, 
we muſt therefore confeſs that the inward ſub- 
ſtance of the Sacrament #u joyned with the wiſt- 
| ble fign, ſo that, as the Bread i put into our 


hand, the Body of (hrift ts alſo given to ute 
Thus certainly, if there were nothing elle, 
ſhould abundantly ſatufie us, that we under- 


| fland, that Chriſt, in hs Holy Supper, gives 
| as the true and proper ſubſtance of his Body and 


Bloud, that it beiug wholly ours, we may te 
made partakers of all his benefits and graces. 
Again, The Son of God offers daily to win the 


| holy Sacrament, the ſame body which he once 


offered in ſacrifice to bis Father, that it may be 
our ſpiritual food, In theſe he aſſerts, as 
clearly as any onecan, the true, Real, and 
ſubſtantial Preſence and Communication 
of the Body of Chriſt, bur how, he un- 
dertakes not to determine. 1f any one 
( ſaith he ) 454k me concerning the manner, 1 
will not be aſhamed to confeſs that it is a ſecret 

too 


29 


Treat, of 
the Lords 
Supper, 


Inſt. B+. 
CHh,19, 


Num, 32s 


30 


| The Eiftory - | 
goo. high for my reaſon to comprehend, or 1m 
tongue to expreſs; or to ſprak more properly, 1 


rather feel than under flandit : Therefore with- | 
out diſputing 1 embrace the truth of God, ana 
confidently repoſe on it, He declares that his} 
Fleſh is the food, and his Bloud the drink of my |: 
Soul: And my Soul 1 offer to bim tobe fed by 
ſuch nonriſhment. He bids me take, eat, ana} 
drink bis Body and Bloud, which in his holy | 
Supper he offers me under the Symbols of Bread 
and Wine : 1 make no ſcruple , but he doth 
reach them to me, and 1 receive them» All | 


theſe are (alvins own words. 
21, Iwas the more willing to be long 


in tranſcribing theſe things at large, out j 
of publick Confeſſions of Churches, and | 


the beſt of Authors, that ic might the 
better appear, how injurioufly Proteſtant 
Divines are calumniated by others unac- 
quainted with their opinions, as though 
by theſe words, Spiritually and Sacramentally, 
they did not acknowledge a true and well. 
underſtood-7ea! Preſence and Communi- 
cation of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt 
in the Bleſſed Sacrament ; whereas on the 
contrary, they do profeſſedly own it, in 
terms as expreſs as any can be uſed, 


CHAD. 


oy 


of 'Tranſubſtantiation. 


nd CHAP. III. 


i= {1 What the Papiſts do underſtand by Chriſt 

being ſpiritually preſent m the Sacra- 
= | ment. 2. What St. Bernard under- 
ne | ſtood by it. 3. What the Proteſtants. 
thi) 4. Faith doth not cauſe, but ſuppoſe 
\llf the preſence of Chriſt. 5. The Union 

| betwixt the Body of Chriſt and the 
| Breads Sacramental. | 


he £1s Paws now, by what I have ſaid, 
| put it out of doubt, that the Pro- 
c. \teſtants believe a ſpiritualand rue preſence 
h of Chriſt in the Sacrament, which is the 
reaſon, that according to the example of 
1. {the Fathers, they uſe ſo frequently the 
term ſpiritual in this ſubjet ; it may not 
& || be amiſs to conſider in thenext place, how 
e | the Romas Church underſtands that ſame 
n | word. Now they make it to fignifie, 
That Chriſt is not preſent in the Sacrament, 3.11. de 
either after that manner which is natural to —_— 
corporal things, or that wherein his own body ok & 
ſubfiſts in heaven, but according to the manney (#4. 
J | of 


Thid. 
S 5.Reg. 


St Bern, 
Serm de 
S. Martin. 
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The Fiſtory 
of Exiſtence proper to Spirits, whole and entir: 
in each part of the Hoſl: And though by 
himſelf he be neither ſeen,toucht nor moved, yet 
in reſpett of the Species or accidents joyned wit 
him,he may be ſaid to be ſeen, toucht,and moved 
And ſo the accidents being moved, the bodyy 
(Chriſt is truly moved accidentally, as the Soul ** 
truly changeth place with the Body ; ſo that weſſ 


truly and properly ſay that the body of Chrift ii © 


removed, lifted up, and ſet down, put on they P! 
Patent, or on the Altar, and carried from handfj v* 
to month, and from the mouth to the flomach ; 
as Berengartus was forced to acknowledge in 
the Roman Council nader Pope Nicholas, that 
the Body of (Chriſt was ſenſually toucht by the 
hands, and broken and chewed by the teeth 0 
the Prieſt. But all this, and much more to 
the ſame effect, was never delivered tof V 
us, either by holy Scripture, or the anci- V 


ent Fathers, And if Souls or Spirits could fc 


be preſent,as here Bellarmine teacheth, yet G 
it would be abſurd to ſay that bodies could fh 
be ſo likewiſe, it being inconſiſtent withſ} 3 
their nature. 

2. Indeed Be/larmine confeſſeth withf} V 
St. Bernard, That Chriſt in the Sacrament is d 
wot given to uw carnally, but ſpiritually ; and} 
would to God he had reſted here, and not} 
outgone the holy Scriptures, and the n 


| Doctrine of the Fathers.For endeavouring, £ 


with 


tire 


> by 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
with Pope Zunocent III. and the-Council of 


Trent, to determine the manner of the 
preſence and Manducation of Chriſts bo- 


| dy, with more nicety than was fitting, he 


thereby fooliſhly overthrew all . that he 
had wiſely ſaid before, denied what he 
hal affirmed, and: oppoſed his own Opi- 
nion.: Hu. fear was leſt his Adverſaries ſhould 
apply that word ſyiritually, ot ſo much to ex- 
preſs. the manner of preſence, as its exclude the 
very ſubflance of the Boay and Bloud of Chriſt 5 


| therefore ( ſaith be ) ' upon that account it ts not 
| fafe :to-nſe too muck that of St, Bernard, The 


boay of Chriſt #5 not Corporally in the Sacrament, 
without 4dding prefently the above-mentioned 
explanation, How much do we comply 
with hamane pride, and curioſity, which 
would:,ſeem tg underſtand all things } 
Where is the danger > And what doth he 
fears. as long as: all they that believe the 
Goſpel;own the true nature,& the real and 
ſitbftantial preſence of the body of Chriſt 
in-the Sacrament, uſing that Explication 
of: St. iBernard concerning the manner, 
which he himſelf; for the roo great evi- 
dence of truth,durſtinot but admit And 
why. doth he own that the manner is ſpi- 
rityzal,;not carnal; and then require a car- 
na preſence, as to the manner it ſelf s As 
forus, we all openly profeſs with Sx, Ber* 
Eq | | D pard, 


T7 
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_ The Hiſtory" 
xerd, that the preſence of the body of 
Chrift in the Sacrament, is ſpiritual, and 


therefore true and real; and with thefi 


fame Bernard, and all the Ancients, we 


deny that the Body of Chriſt is carnally 
either preſent or given. The thing wel 
willingly admit, but humbly and religi-þ 
ouſly forbear to enquire into the man-Þ. 


ner, 4 $ 
J- Webelievea Prefenceand Unton of 
Chriſt wich our (oul and body, which we 
know not how to call better-than-Sacra- 
mental, that is, effeted by eating; that 
while we eat and drink the conſecrated 
Bread and Wine, we-eat.and drink there- 
withal the Body and Blond of Chriſt, 
not in a corporal manner, but ſome other 
way, incomprehenftble, known-tonly::ro 
God, whichawe call ſpiritual ; for if with 
St. Bernard and the Fathers 'a man goes io 
further, we do not find fault with: x; ge- 
neral explication of the manner, - but: week 


the preſumption and” ſelf-conceitedhefs | 


of thofe whe boldly and curiouſly' inquite 
whatis a ſpiritual preſence, as preſuming 
that they-can underſtand the manner: of 
aRing of Gods holy 'Spiric, We'contra- 
riwiſe confeſs with the Pathers, that this 
manner of preſence is agaccountable, and 
paſt finding gut, not to be ſcarcht and 
pried 


3 if 
P a 


of Tranſubſantiation. 
of ried into by Reaſon, bur believed by 
ndFr.ith. Andifirt ſeems impoſſible that the 


ETT 


heBach of Chriſt ſhould deſcend, and come 


Weffro be our food, through ſo great a di- 
llyStance; we muſt remember how much the 
We power of the holy Spirit exceeds our 
ſenfe and our apprehenfions, and how 
Zabſurd it would be to undertake to mea- 
ſure his Immenſity by our weakneſs and 
narrow capacity ; and ſo make our Faith 
to conceive and believe what our Reaſon 
cannot comprekend. 

arty 4. Yet our Faith doth not cauſe or 
ed make that Preſence, but apprehends it as 
e* Emoſt truly and really effected by the word 
R, Bof Chriſt: And the Faith whereby we 
rare ſaid to eat the fleſh of Chriſt, is not 
0 Bthat only whereby we believe that he died 
I | for our fins ( for this Faith is required 
© | and ſuppoſed to precede the Sacramental 
- | Manducation) but more properiy, that 
ti whereby we believe thoſe words of Chriſt, 
SY This is my Body ;, which was St. Anſtins 
© | meaning when he ſaid, why doſt thou pre- 
S | pare thy ſtomach and thy teeth ? Believe and 
f | rhou haſt eaten. For in this Myſtical eating 
= | by the wonderful power of the Holy 
$ | Ghoſt, we do inviſibly receive the ſub- 
| | tance of Chriſts Body and Bloud,as much 
| | as if we ſhould ear and drink both viſibly. 
2 8 | FS; 5, The 


Aug. ſu 
per F.b. 
Traft.:*, 


= 


. this high and ſacred Myſtery, which our 


The Hiſtory 
5. Thereſult of all this is, That the Bo- 


dy and Bloud of Chriſt are Sacramental- 


ly united to the Bread and Wine, fo thatf 


| Chriſt is truly given to the Faithful z andþ 


yet is not to be here confidered with ſenſef 
or worldly reaſon, but by Faith, reſting 
on the words of the Goſpel, Now it i 
ſaid, that the Body and Bloud of- Chriſt 
are joyned to the Bread and Wine, be- 
cauſe, that in the celebration of the holy} 
Euchariſt, the Fleſh is given togethery 
with the Bread, and the Bloud together 
with the Wine. All that remains is, T hat 
we ſhould with faith and humility admire 


tongue cannot ſufficiently explain, nor our 
heart conceive. | 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Bo- 

tal. 

= n_ AE 

znd} 

aſel  CHAF. I. 

A 1, of the: change of the Bread and Wine 

rig mnto the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 

be-fj} Which the Papiſts call Tranſubſtan- 

olyf riation. 2. Of Gods Omnipotency. 

_ | 3. Of the Accidents of the Bread. 

nar 4+ The Sacramental Union of the 

ireh thing ſignified with the ſign. 5 and 6. 

url The queſtion 1s ſtated Negatively and 

outh Affirmatively. 7. The definition of 
| the Council of Trent. The Bull of 

Pope Pius IV. and the form of the 
Oath by him appointed. "The Decretal 

* of Innocent III. The Aſſertions of the 
Jeſuits. 8. Tranſubitantiation' a 
very monſtrous thing. 

Pj 1.JT is an Article of faith in the Church 


of Rome, that in the Bleſſed Eucha- 


| riſt the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine 


is. reduced to nothing, and that in its 


place ſucceeds the Body and Bloud of 


| Chriſt, as we ſhall ſee more at large Y 6, 


DP 3 "and FL 
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and 7. The Proteſtants are much of ano. 
ther mind; and yet none of them denies 2 
alcogerther bur that there is a converſionff G 
of the Bread into the Body ( and conſe ._ 
quently of the Wine jnto the Bloud ) offf di 
Chriſt! For they know and acknowledgyj W 
that in the Sacrament, by vertue of theſf £C 
words and bleſſing of Chriſt, the condi} at 
tion, uſe, and office of the Bread is whol{ 8! 
1y cnnget, that is, of common and or-Þ W 
inary, it becomes our Myſtical and Sa hi 
cramental food ; whereby, as they afficmy W 
and believe, the true Body of Chrift is hi 
not only ſhadowed and figured, but alſogil *Þ 
ven indeed,and by worthy Communicants 
truly received. Yet they believe not that 
the bread loſethits own,to become the ſab-.| 
ſtance of the Body of Chriſt z for the holy 
Scripture, and the ancient Interpreters 
thereof for many ages, never taught ſuch} Y< 
an Eſſential change and converſion,as that} V 
the very ſubſtance, the matter and form] F 
of the Bread ſhould be wholly takenfj © 
away, but only a myſterious and Sacra- hz 
mental one, whereby our Ordinary is A 
changed into Myſtick bread, and there.ſj ©: 
by deſigned and appointed to anotherſf © 
vſe, end, and office than before : This| #- 
change, whereby ſupernatural effects areſ © 
wrought by things natural, while their O 
Es | Efence 
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# Effence is preferved entire, doth beſt 


agree with the grace and power of 


# 2, There is no reaſon why we ſhould 
# diſpute concerning Gods Omanipotency, 
# whether it can dothis or thar, prefuming 


to meaſure an infinite power by our poor 


| ability which is but weakneſs, We may 
# grant that he is'able to do beyond what 
.# we cat think or apprehend, and reſolve 


his moſt wonderful as into his abſolute 
will and power, but we may not charge 
him with working contradictions. And 
though Gods Almightineſs were able in 
this Myſtery to deſtroy the ſubſtance of 
Bread and Wine,and effentially to change 
it into the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 


| while the accidents of Bread and Wine 


ſubſiſt of themſelves without a ſabjeR, 
yet we deſire to have it proved that God 


| will have it ſo, and thar it is ſo indeed. 
£ For, that God doth it becauſe he can, is 
: no Argument; and that he wills it, we 
{ have no other proof but the confidence 


Aſſertion of our Adverſaries, Tertulliar 
againſt Praxias declared, That we fbould not 
conclude God doth things becauſe he # able, but 
that we ſbould enquire what he hath done , For 
God will never own that praife of his 
Omnipotency, whereby his unchange- 

| D 4 ableneſs 
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ablenefs and his trath are impaired, and 
thoſe things overthrown and deſtroy'd, 
which, in his word, he affirms to be , for, 
take away the Bread and Wine, and there® 
remains no Sacrament, n. 
3- They that ſay, that the matter and# 
form of the Bread are wholly aboliſhed; 
yet will have the accidents to remain: 
Burt if the ſubſtance of- the Bread be 


changed into the ſubſtance of Chriſts Bo-Yap 


\ dy, by vertne of his words, what hin-Yan 


ders that the accidents of 'the Bread areſyſul 
not allo changed into the accidents offi in! 
Chriſts Body © They that urge the expreſs an 
Lerter, ſhould ſhew that Chriſt ſaid, ThisÞ Br 
is the ſubſtance of my Body without its} to 
accidents. But he did not ſay, That hefth 
gave his Diſciples a Phantaſtick Body, | w! 
ſuch a viſionary figment as Marcion be-Þj to 
lieved, but that very Body which was gi-|j th 
ven for os, without being deprived of Þ bc 
that extention and other accidents of hu- |} pl 
mane bodies without which it could not Þ V 
have been crucified, ſince the Main- | tc 


'tainers of Tranſubſtantiation grant that || ol 


the Body of Chriſt keeps its quantity in || ol 
Heaven, and ſay it is without the ſame 
in the Sacrament, they muſt either ac- || tl 
knowledge their contradiction in-the mat- |} d 
cex, or give over their opinion. I 
? 4-Proteſtants 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
4. Proteſtants dare not be ſo curious, 
for preſume to know more than is delive. 
red by Scripture and Antiquity, they 
firmly believing the words of Chriſt, 
make the form of this Sacrament to con- 
dZfiſt in the Union of the thing ſignified 
ed;Ewith the ſign, that is, the exhibition of 
in:Fthe Body of Chriſt with the conſecrated 


and 
yd, 
for, 
ere 


befibread, ſtill remaining bread ; by divine 


30-Fappointment theſe two are made one z 
in-Yand though this Union be not natural, 
arefſubſtantial, perſonal, or local by their be- 
offiing one within another,yert it is ſo ſtraight 
eſsfand ſo true, that in eating the bleſſed 
his Bread, the true body of Chriſt is given 
its to us, and the names of the ſign and 
heff thing ſignified are reciprocally changed, 
y,| what is proper to the body is attributed 
e-f to the bread, and what belongs only to 
j-þ the bread, is affirmed of the body, and 
of Þ both are united in time, though not in 
u- } place. For the preſence of Chriſt in this 
>t | Myſtery is not oppoſed to diſtance bur 
1- | to abſence, which only could deprive us 


it | of the benefit and fruition of the. 


n | objec. 
Ee 5. From what hath been ſaid it appears, 
» | that this whole controverſte may be re- 
- | dnced to four Heads, 1. Concerning the 

Signs 3 2.Concerning the thing ſignified 
S 3» Concerning 


4t 


The | Hiſtory 
2, Concerning the Ulnion of both s and# 
4. Concerning their participation z Ay 
for the firſt, The Proteſtants differ fron 
the Papiſts in this, that according to the 
nature of Sacraments, and the Dodrines 
of. holy Scripture we make the ſubſtance? 
of Bread and Wine, and they acci-} 
dents only to be ſigns. In the fecond,the 
not underſtanding our opinion do mil- 
repreſent it, for we do not hold ( as theyi 
ſay wedo) that only the merits of the 
Death of Chrift are repreſented by the 
bleſſed Elements, bur alfo that his very 
Body which was crucified, and his Bloud}| 
which was ſhed for ns, are truly fſignifiedf 
and offered, that our Souls may receive 
and poſſeſs Chrift, as truly and certainly 
as the material and viſible figns are by us} 
feen and received, And fo in the third# as 

' place,becauſe the thing ſignified is offered | h 
and given to us, as truly as the fign itÞ} tc 
felf, in this reſpe& we own the Union be-# w 
twixt the Body and blond of Chriſt, fi 
and the Elements, whoſe uſe and office w 
we hold tobe changed from what it was} c 
before, But we deny what the Papiftsf| 2 
affirm, that the ſubſtance of BreadfÞ it 
and Wine are quite aboliſhed, and | £ 
changed into the Body and Bloud of our | 1: 
Lord in ſuch ſort, that the bare _—_— f 

0 


%. ith 
w 
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| of the Elements do alone remain united 


with Chriſts Body and Bloud. And we 


# alſo deny that the Elements till retain 
LneZ the nature of Sacraments when not uſed 
ineF according to divine inſtitution, that is, 
= given by Chriſts Miniſters, and received 
-# by his People ; ſo that Chriſt in the con- 


ſecrated bread ought not, cannot be kept 


4# and preſerved to be carried about, becauſe 
| he is preſent only to the Communicants. 
| As for the fourth and laſt point, we do 

not ſay, that in the Lords Supper we re- 


ceive only the benefits of Chriſts Death 


| and Paſſion, bur we joyn the ground with 
| 1ts fruits, that is, Chriſt with thoſe ad- 


vantages we receive from him, affirming 
with St. Paul, That the bread which we break 


| # zorovie, the Communion of the body of Chriſt, 
andthe Cup which we bleſs, the Communion of 
 kibloud ; of that very ſubſtance which he 
| took of the blefled Virgin, and after- 
Z wards carried into heaven; differing 
| from thoſe of Rome only in this, that they 


will have our Union with Chriſt to be 
corporal, and oureating of him likewiſe, 
and we on the contrary maintain it ro be, 
indeed as true, but not carnal or natural, 
And as he thatreceives unworthily, ( that 
is, with the mouth only, but not with a 
fajthful heart) eats and drinks his own 

damnation, 


yo. 


43 
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damnation, ſo he that doth ic worthily, 


receives his Abſolution and Juſtification; 
that is, he that diſcerns, and then receives | 
the Lords Body as torn, and his Bloud as 
ſhed for the redemption of the world, 
But that Chriſt (as the Papiſts affirm ) 
ſhould give his fleſh and bloud to be re- þ 
ceived with the mouth, and ground with 
the teeth, ſo that not only the moſt wic- 
ked and Infidels, but even Rats and Mice | 
ſhould ſwallow him down, this our words | 


and onr hearts do utterly deny. 


6. So then, (to ſum up this Contro- 
verſte by applying to ir all that hath been | 
ſaid ) Ir is not queſtioned whether the | 


Body of Chriſt be abſent from the Sacra- 
ment duly adminiſtred according to his 


Inſtitution, which we Proteſtants neither 


affirm nor believe: For it being given and 


received in the Communion,it muſt needs | 
be that it is preſent, though in ſome man- | 
ner veiled under the Sacrament, ſo that of | 
 3t (elf it-cannot be ſeen, Neither is it 


doubted or diſpated whether the Bread 
and Wine, by the power of God and a ſu- 
pernatural vertue, be ſet apart and fitted 
for a much nobler uſe, and raiſed to a 
higher dignity than their nature bears ; 
for we confeſs the neceſſity of a ſuper- 
patural and heavenly change, and _ 
rac 
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the ſigns cannot become Sacraments but 
by the infinite power of God, whoſe pro- 


{per right it is to inſtitute Sacraments in 
E his Church, being able alone to endue 
$ them with vertue and efficacy. Finally, 
.& we do not ſay that our bleſſed Saviour 
| gave only the figure and fign of his body ; 
| neither do we deny a Sacramental Union 
| of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt with the 
ſacred Bread and Wine, ſo that both are 
| really and ſubſtantially received together : 
| But ( that we may avoid all ambiguity ). 


we deny that after the words and prayer 


| of Conlecration, the bread ſhould remain 
# bread no longer, but ſhould be changed 
{ into the fubſtance of the Body of Chriſt, 
| nothing of the Bread but only the acci- 
| dents continuing to be what they were 
| before: And ſo the whole queſtion is con- 
| cerning the Tranſubſtantiation of the 
! outward Elements, whether the ſub- 
” ſtance of the Bread be turned into the 
{ ſubſtance of Chriſts Body, and the ſub. 
| ſtance of the Wine into the ſubſtance of 


his Bloud ; or as the Romiſh Doors de- 
ſcribe their Tranſubſtantiation, whether 
the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine doth 
utterly periſh, and. the ſubſtance of Chriſts 
Body and Bloud ſucceed in their place, 
which are both denied by Proteſtants, 

Es 72. The 
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7. The Church of Rome ſings on Corpus 
Chrifli-day, This # not bread, but God and 

men my Saviour. And the Conncil of Trent 

Conc. Tri- doth thus define it, Becauſe Chriſt our Redee- 
ng mer ſaid truly, that that was his Body,which he 
gave in the appearance of bread, therefore it 


w4s ever believed by the Church of God, and | 


' 44 now declared by thi ſacred Synod, that by 

the power of Conſecration the whole ſubſtance of 

the bread us changed into the ſubſtance of Chriſts 

Body, and the whole ſubſtance of the wine into 

the ſubſtance of his Blond, which change t fit- 

ly and properly called Tranſubſtantiation by the 

_ Ibid. holy Catholick ( ROMan ) Church. Therefore 
Gant. if any one ſhall ſay, That the ſubſtance of Bread 
and Wine remains with the Body and Bloud of 

our Saviour Feſus (hrift, and ſhall deny that 
wonderful and ſingular converſion of the whole 
ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine into the ſub- 

ſtance of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, the on- 

ly appearance and outward form of the Bread 

and wine remaining, which converſion the Ca- 

tholick ( Roman ) Church doth fitly call Tran- 
ſabſtaxtiation, let him be acemrſed. The Pope 

BullaPiz confirming this Council, defines it after 
Paje 3- the ſame manner, impoſeth an Oath and 
Code ri. Declaration tothe ſame purpoſe, and ſo 
dent. makes it one of the new Articles of the 
Roman Faith, in'the form, and under the 
penalty following : I. N. as profeſs and 


firmi 
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firmly believe all and every the fingulars con- 
tained in the Confeſſion of Faith allowed by the 
holy Charch of Rome ; viz. 7 believe in one 
God, &C. 1 4ifo profeſs that the Body and Bloud 
with the Soul and Godbead of our Saviour Jeſus 
Chrift are truly, really, and ſubſtantially in 


| the Maſi, and in the Sacrament of the En- 


chariſt, and that there u a converſion of the 
whole ſubſtance. of the Bread into . the Boay, 
and of the whole ſubſtance of the Wine intothe 
Blond of Chriſt, which cowverfion the Roman 
Catholick Charch calls Tranſubſtantiation. 1 
fully embrace all things defined, declared, and 
delivered by the holy Conncil of Trent, and 
withall 7 do rejef?, condemn, and accurſe all 
things by it accurs'd, condemned, or rejeited. 
1 ap confidently believe thet this Faith, which 
1 now williagly profeſs, ts the true Catholick 
Fatth without the which it #4 impoſſible to be 
ſaved; and 1do promiſe, vow, and ſwear that 
1 will conſtantly keep it whole and undefuled to 
viy very laſt breath: So help me God and theſe 
Ely Goſpels, Afterwards he. bravely con- 
cludes this Decree with this Comminati- 
on: Let. no men therefore dere to attempt the 
breaking of this our Deed and Injunition, or be 
ſo deſperate as to oppoſe it And if any one pre- 
ſures upon ſuch an attempt, let him know that 
he thereby incurs the wrath of Almighty God, 
and of his" bleſſed Apoſtles Peter and Paul. 


Grwen 
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Given at Rome is Sr. Peters Church the Thirfſ 
teenth of November in the year of onr Lordfj | 
1564. the fifth of our Pontificat. W hich is as 
much as to ſay, That he had received this 
his Roman Faith from Pope Innocent the 
Third, who. firſt decided and, impoſed /; 
this Do&rine-of the Tranſubſtantiation 
of the Bread and Wine -into the Bodyfſi *,, 
and Bloud of Chrift, and made it an Ar- fo 
ticle of Faith, adding this new-deviſed 
Thirteenth to the ancient Twelve Artif ;/ 
cles, for ſo we find it publiſhed in his De-Þ ;/ 
cretal propounded to the Afembly at} ,; 
Laterzn in' 1215;and proclaimed after-fſ , 
wards by his Nephew Pope. Grepory zhiff is 
Ninth. Thus: we firmly believe and fimpl 
acknowledge that there ts one only true God, GC, 
and that in the Sacrament of the Altar thi 
Body and Blond of Chriſt are traly contained 
ander the accidents of Bread and Wine, which 


and the wine into the Bloud, To theſe defini- 
tions of Popes I will add only the Tenets 
of three Feſuits, which are highly ap- 
proved by the late followers of the new 
Roman Faith, Firſt, Of Alphonſus Salmeron, 
We muſt of neceſſity (ſaith he) hold Tran 
ſubſtantiation, that - the ſubſtance of Bread 
and Wine, which. Luther and ſome other 
admit, may be excludes that the words of 
ARG Chrif 
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chrift( which-yet are moſt true without 
that ) maybe verified, that how few of theſe 
many are pertinent to their purpoſe will be 
ſeen hereafter 3 many Teſtimonies of the Fa- 
thers, concerning Converſion, Mutation, Con- 
ſecration, Beneaittion, Transformation, Saniti- 
ficatton ( for by all theſe names almoſt, they 
have called Tranſnbſtantiation ) may ſland 


"| firm, and not be vain and inſignificant s and 


laſtly, that we may maintain « ſolid preſence of 

the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. Item, as David r,x.rs. 
changed his Countenance before Abimelech, dip. 3.m 
and then recetved the Shew bread, that was ps _ oh 
a certain Type of the Euchariſt, ſo Chriſt 

in the Sacrament feigns himſelf to be bread, 

and yet us not bread, though he ſeems ſo to be 

moſt viſibly. Secondly, Of Cardinal Francis 

Tolet ; The words of Conſecration are efficacious tnſir.s4- 
inſtruments whereby to Tranſubſtantiate the 144.2. 
ſubRance of the Bread into the true Body of © © 
Chriſt ; ſo that after they are ſpoken, there re- 

mains in the Hoſt none of the ſubſlance of the 

Bread, bat only the accidents of it, whith are 

called the properties of the Bread, under which 

the true Body of Chriſt @ preſent. Thirdly,and 

laſtly, Of Cardinal Bellarmine, The Caths- Lib.1.4e 
lick Charch ever taught, that by the conver ſiow i 
of the Bread and Wine into the Body and Bloud © © 
of Chriſt ( which conver fiow hath been in after 
times called Tranſubſlantiation ) it comes to paſs, 

that 
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that the Body and Bloud of our Lord are truly 
and really preſent in the Sacrament, It would 
be to no purpoſe to bring the Teſtimonies 
of others of the Latine or Roman Church 
who give to the Pope an abſolute power 


of defining what he pleaſeth, for they 


are but the ſame ſtuff as theſe : but if any 
one hath a mind ler him conſult Grezſerw 
his defence of Bellarmine, or his Dialogue 
who firſt writ againſt Zurher, who both 
reduce the whole matter to the judgment 
and decree of the Pope. 

8. Now we leave inquiring. what God 
15S able to do, for we ſhould firſt know his 
will in this matter, before we examine his 
power : Yet thus much we ſay, that this 
Roman Tranſubſtantiation is ſo ſtrange 
and monſtrous, that it exceeds the nature 
of all Miracles. And though God by his 
Almightineſs be able to turn the ſub- 
ſtance of bread into ſome other ſubſtance, 

et none will believe that he doth ir, as 
ong as it appears to our ſenſes, that the 
ſubſtance of the Bread doth fill remain 
whole and entire, Certain it is,that hither- 
to we read of no ſuch thing done in the 
'Old or New Teſtament, and therefore this 


"Tenet, being as unknown to the Anci- 


ents as it is ungrounded .in Scripture, ap- 
pears as yet to be very incredible, and 
7 hens 
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there is no reaſon we ſhould believe ſuch. 
an unauthoriſed figment, newly invented 
by men, and now impoſed as an Ar- 
ticle of Chriſtian Religion, Forit is in 
vain that they bring Scripture to defend 
this their ſtapendious Dodrine ; and it is 
not true, what they ſo often and: ſo 
confidently affirm, that the Univerſal 
Church hath always conſtantly owned 
it, being it was not ſo much as heard of 
in the Church for many Ages, and- hath 
been bur lately approved by the Popes 
Authority in the Councils of Zeteray 
and.Trexr, as I ſhall prove in the following 
Chapters, | 


®Seech.! 
arr. 6. 
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CHAP. V. 


That neither the word nor name of Tran- 
| ſubſtantiation, nor the Dottrine or the 
thing it ſelf is taught or contained in 
holy Scripture, or in. the Writes 0 
the ancient Doftors of the Church, but 
rather 1s contrary to them ; and there 


fore not of Faith. 


I. He word Tranſubſtantiation is ſo 

far from being found either inthe 

ſacred Records, or in the Monuments of 

the ancient Fathers, that the maintainer; 

of it do themſelves acknowledge thatit 

was not ſo much as heard of before the 

twelfth Century, For though one ste. 

phanus, Biſhop of Autur, be {aid to have 

once uſed it, yet it is without proof that 

ſome Modern Writers make him one of 

the tenth Century ; nor yet doth he ſay, 

that the bread is Tranſubſtantiated, 
* but as it were Tranſubſtantiated, which 


: * well underſtood might be admitted. 
5+: 4.” ,_2, Nay, that the thing it ſelf withont 


+: 


the word, that the DoQrine without the 
expreſſion 


that by it, the manner they contend for cannot 
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expreſſion cannot be found in Scripture, is 
ingeniouſly acknowledged by the mot 
learned Schoolmen Scotuz, Durandus, Biel, 
Cameracenſis, Cajetan, and many more, 
who finding it not, brought in by the 
Popes Authority, and received in the Rg- 
»an Church, till 1200 years after Ch:iſt, 


yet endeavoured-to defend it by other 


Arguments. | 
3..Scotus confeſt, That there is not any Scot. in 
place in Scripture ſo expreſs as to compel a man 7 
to admit of Tranſubſtantiation, were it net that —_ 
the (Church hath declared for it, ( that is, 
Pope 1znocent Ill, in his Lateray Council. ) 
Durandus (aid, That the word us found, but — 
be proved, Biel affirms, That it « mo where Biel is 
found in Canonical Scriptares. Occam declared, © mie 
That it tu eaſier, more reaſonable, leſs incon- + 
venient, and better agreeing with Scripture, Ct l.a. 
to hold that the ſubſlance of the Bread remains. i vos 
After him Cardinal Cameracenfis doth alſo 4.11.9.s. 
confeſs, That Tranſubſtantiation cannot be Canin. 
proved ont of the Scriptures. Nay, the Biſhop ; __— 


rd 


of Rocheſter ſaith himſelf, That there ts no Luth de 
expreſſion in Scripture whereby that converſion #0" 34 
of ſubſtance in the Maſs can be made good. 
Cardinal Cajetan likewiſe, There i 7108 any Cajeran in 
thing of force enough in the Goſpel to make us The.) 3. 
is q.75.4ri.L 


2$ 


bil.c,t. 


anderfland in a proper ſenſe E heſe words, Th 
3 
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' the declaration of the ( Roman ) Charch, 


cannot be proved by Scripture. Now in this, 
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5 my body: Nay, that preſence which thi 
Church ( of Rome) believes in the Sacrament 
cannot be proved by the words ef Chriſt without 


Laſtly, Zellarmine himſelf doth ſay, Tha fl 
though he might bring Scripture clear enough, ti } 
his thinking, to prove Tranſubſtantiation by, ti | 
an eafic man, yet ſtill it would be doubtful whe © 
ther he had done it to parpoſe, becuaſe ſome ver) 
acute and learned men, ai SCOtus, hold that it 


Proteſtants defire no more but to be of rheſ *< 


Opinion of thoſe learned and acute men. | 
4+ Andindeed,; the words of inſtituti-} F 
on would plainly make it appear to any} Þ 
man that would prefer truth to wrangling, C 
thatitis with the Bread, that the Lord Fe 
Body is given, (as his Bloud with the Fr 
Wine) for Chriſt; having taken, bleſſed, I 
| 2nd broken the bread, ſaid, This » wh 1 
body ; and St. Paul, than whom none could} N 
better underſtand the meaning of Chriſt, C 
explains it thus, The bread which we breat 
 # the wowovias, Clmmunion or communication 0 T 
| the boay of Chriſt, that whereby his bodyſj © 
is given, and the Faithful are made par: tt 
takers of it, That it was bread which} *' 
hereacht to them, there was no need of D 


any proof, the receiver's ſenſes ſufficient- 


Ty convinc'd them of it ; but that there-}Þ V 


with 
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with his body was given, none could 
have known, had it not been declared by 
him who is the truth it ſelf, And though, 
by the divine inſticution and the explica- 
tion of the Apoſtle every faithful Com- 
municant may be as certainly. aſſured thar 
he receives the Lords Body, as if he kneiy 


that the Bread is ſubſtantially turned into 


it, yet it doth not therefore follow, that 
the Bread is ſo changed, that its ſub- 
ſtance is quite done away, ſo that there 
remains nothing preſent, but the very 
natural Body of Chrift, made of bread : 
For certain it is, that the bread is not the 
Body of Chriſt any otherwiſe than as the 
Cupis the New Teſtament, and two dif- 


ferent conſequences cannot be drawn 


from thoſe two not different expreſſions. 
Therefore as rhe Cup cannot be the New 
Teſtament but by a Sacramental figure, 
no more can the Bread be the Body of 
Chriſt, bur in the ſame ſenſe, 

5. AS to what Bellarmine and others ſay, 
That itis not poſſible the words of Chriſt 
can be true, but by that converſion, which 
the Church of Rowe calls Tranſubſtantia- 


tion, that is ſo far from being ſo, that if 


it were admitted, it would firſt deny the 
Divine Omnipotency, as though God 
were not able ro make the Body of Chriſt 

E 4 preſent, 
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preſent, and truly to give it in the Sacra- 
ment, whilſt the ſubſtance of the Bread 
remains. 2, 1t would be inconſiſtent with 
the Divine BenediCftion which preſerves 
things in their proper being. 3. It would 
be contrary to the true nature of a Sacra- 
ment, which always conſiſteth of two 
parts. And Jaſtly, ]t would in fome man- 


. ner deſtroy the true ſubſtance of the Bo- 
dy and Blond of Chriſt, which cannot 


be ſaid to be made of Bread and Wine by 
a Prieſt, without a moſt high preſumption, 
Bur the truth of the words of Chriſt re- 
mains conſtant, and can be defended, 
without overthrowing ſo many other 
great truths, Suppoſe a Teſtator puts 
Deeds and Titles in the hand of his Heir, 
with theſe words, Take the Houſe which 
] bequeath thee; There is no man will 
think that thoſe Writings and Parch- 
ments are that very Houſe which is- made 
of Wood or Stones, and yet no man 
will ſay that the Teſtator ſpake falſly or 
obſcurely. Likewiſe our bleſſed Saviour, 
having ſan&ified the Elements by his 
words and prayers, gave them to his Di- 
ſciples as Seals of the New Teſtament, 
whereby they were as certainly ſecured of 
thoſe rich and precious Legacies which 
he left to them, as Children are of their 

Fathers 
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Fathers Lands and Inheritance, by Deeds 
and Inſtruments ſigned and delivered for 
that purpoſe, 

6. To the Sacred Records we may add 
the jadgment of the Primitive Church. 
For thoſe Orthodox and holy Doors of 
our holier Religion, thoſe great Lights of 
the Catholick Church, doall clearly, con- 
ſtantly,and unanimouſly conſpire in this, 
That the preſence of the Body of Chriſt 
in the Sacrament is only myſtick and ſpi- 
ritual. As for the entire annihilation of 
the ſubſtance of the Bread and the Wine, 
or that new and ſtrangeTenet of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, they did nor ſo much as hear 
or ſpeak any thing of ir: Nay, the con- 
ſtanr ſtream of their Doctrine doth clear- 
ly rdn agairſtit, how great ſoever are the 
brags and pretences of the Papiſts ro the 
contrary. Andif you will hear them one 
by one, I ſhall bring ſome of their moſt 
noted paſſages only, that our labour may 
not be endleſs by rehearſing all that they 
have ſaid to our purpoſe on this ſubje&. 

. 7, I ſhall begin with that holv and an- 


cient Doctor, Faſtin Martyr, who is one 7p... 
of the firſt afrer the Apoſtles times, whoſe 4".Den. 
undoubted Writings are come to us, + 


What was believed at Rowe and elſewhere 
in his time, concerning thisholy myſtery, 
' may 
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. may well be underſtood out of theſe his 


words: <fter that the Biſhop hath prayed, 
and bleſſed, and the people ſaid Amen, thoſe 
whom we call Deacons or Miniſters give to every 


Apol.:. «d one of them that are preſent a portion of the 


Anton, 


HD one 
tA, 


St. Tren. 
A.D.160, 


Lib.4. 


Cont, H4s 
rtj.c. 34. 


Bread and Wine ; and that food we call the Eu- 


' charift, for we do mot receive it as ordinary 
Bread and Wine, They received it as bread, 


yet not as common bread, And a little 
after, By this food digeſted, our fleſh and bloud 
are fed, and we are raught that it # the Body 
and Bloud of Jeſus Chrift, Therefore the 
ſubſtance of the Bread remains, and re- 
mains corruptible food, even after the 
Conſecration, which can in no wiſe be 
ſaid of the immortal Body of Chriſt : For 


' the fleſh of Chriſt is not turned into our 


fleſh, neither doth it nonriſh it, as doth 
that food which is Sacramentally called 
the Fleſh of Chriſt, But the Fleſh of Chriſt 

feeds our ſouls nnto eternal life, 
$8. After the ſame manner, it is writ- 
ten by that holy Martyr renews Biſhop 
much about the ſame time, The bread 
which # from the earth # no more common 
bread, after the invocation of God upon it, bat 
# become the Euchariſt conſifling of two parts, 
the ene earthly, and the other heavenly. T here 
would be nothing earthly if the ſubſtance 
of the bread were removed. Again, 
: As 
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4s the grain of wheat falling in the ground, 
and dying, riſeth again much increaſed, and 


% 


'59 


then receiving the word of God becomes the Lib 5. 


Euchariſt ( which is the Body and Bloud of ©'* 


Chriſt, ) $0 likewiſe our bodies noariſh-d by it, 
laid in the ground and diſſolved, ſhall riſe again 
in their time, Againgwe are fed by the Creature, 
but it u he himſelf that gives it, he hath ordain- 
ea and appointed that Cup which # a Creature, 
ard his Bloud alſo, aud that Bread which # a 
(reature, and alſo his Body, And ſo when the 
Bread and the Cup are bleſſed by Gods word, 
they become the Euchariſt of the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſt, and from them our bodies receive 
nouriſhment aud increaſe. Now that our 
flcſh is fed and encreaſed by the natural 
body of Chriſt cannot he ſaid withour 
oreat impiety, by themſelves that hold 
Tranſubſtantiation, For naturally no- 
thing nouriſheth our bodies bur what is 
made fleſh and bloud by the laſt digeſtion, 
which it would be blaſphemous to ſay of 
the incorruptible body of Chriſt. Yet the 
ſacred Elements which in ſome manner 
are, and are ſaid to be the body and 
bloud of Chriſt, yield nouriſhment and 
encreaſe to our bodies by their earthly 


' nature, in ſuch ſort,that by vertue alſoof 


the heavenly and ſpiritual food which the 


faithful receive by means of the material, 
our 


Ibid. 
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A.D. 200. 
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our bodies are fitted for a bleſſed Reſur: 
rection to immortal glory, 

9. Tertsllian, who flouriſhed about the 
two hundredth year after Chriſt, when 
as yet he was Catholick, and acted by a 
pious zeal, wrote againſt Marcion the He- 
retick, who amongſt his other inipious 
opinions taught that Chriſt had not ta- 
ken of the Virgin Mary the very nature 
and ſubſtance of a hnmane body, but on- 
ly the outward forms and appearances ; 
out of which Fountain the Romiſb Tran- 
ſubſtantiators ſeem to have drawn their 
Doctrine of accidents abſtracted from their 
ſubjeRt hanging inthe air, thar is, ſub- 
fiſting on nothing. . Terfallian, diſputing 
againſt this wicked Herefie, drawsS'an Ar- 
gument from the Sacrament of the Eu- 
chariſt to prove that Chriſt had not a 
Phancaſtick and imaginary, but a trnoe 
and natural body, thus. The figure of 
the Body of Chriſt proves it to be natu- 


ral, '% there can be no figure of a Ghoſt 


or a Phantaſm, But ( ſaith he) Chrift having 
taken the Bread, and grucn it to hu Diſciples 
made it his Body by ſaying, This #s my Body, 
that u, the figure of my Body. Now, it could 
rot have been a figure except the body were real, 
for a meer appearance, an imaginary Phantaſm 
5 not capable of a figure, Each part of this 
| Argument 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Argument is true, and contains a neceſ- 


ſary Concluſion. For z, The bread muſt 
remain bread, otherwiſe Marciow would 
have returned the Argument againſt Ter- 
tullian, ſaying as the Tranſubſtantiators ; 
It was not bread, but meerly the acci- 
dents of bread, which ſeemed to be bread. 
2. The Body of Chriſt is proved to be 
true by the figure of it, which is ſaid to 
be bread : For the bread is fit to repreſent 
char divine Body, becauſe of its nou- 
riſhing vertue, which in the bread is 
earthly, but in the body is heavenly. 
Laſtly, The realty of the Body is proved 
by that of its figure, and ſo if you deny 
the ſubſtance of the bread (as the Papiſts 
do) you thereby deſtroy the truth and 


realty of the Body of Chriſt in the Sa- 


Cramenr, 


10. Origen allo, about the ſame time oyjzer. 
with Tertallian, (peaks much afrer the 4 7-»:0. 


ſame manner, 1f Cbrift ( ſaich he) 2 theſe 


men (the Marcionites ) falſly hold, bad nei- ſto corre 


ther Fleſh nor Bloud, of what manner of Fleſþ, 
of what Body, of what Bloud did he give the 
Signs and Images when he gave the Bread and 
wine? If they be the ſigns and repreſen- 
tations of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 
though they prove the crutch of his Pody 
and Bloud, yet they being ſigns, cannot 
be 
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be what they ſignifie, and they not being; 
what they repreſent, the groundleſs con-i 
trivance of Tranſubſtantiation is over-þ 
thrown, Alſo upon Zeviticu: he doth ex-: 


Homil.7. | 
+7 preſly oppoſe it thus : Ackmowlage ye that 


they are fignres, and therefore ſpiritual, nite 


carnal, examine and nxderſiand what u ſaid, 
otherwiſe if you receive as things tarnal, they 
will hurt, but not nouriſh you. For in the Goſpel 


there i the Letter, which kills him that under-W 


ftanas not ſpiritually what # ſaid ; for if you 
underſtand thu ſaying according to the Letter, 
Except you eat my Fleſh and drink my Blond, the 
Letter will kill you, Therefore as much as 


theſe words belong to the eating and} 
drinking of Chriſts Body and Bloud, theyſſ 


| are to be underſtood myſtically and ſpiri- 
Mat.15. tually, Again, writing on St. Matthew, 
he doth manifeſtly pur a difference be- 

twixt the true and immortal, and the 
Typick and Myſtical Body of Chriſt: 

For the Sacrament conſiſteth of both, 

Origen That food ( ſaith he ) which is ſanftified by the 
_— word of God and Prayer, as far as it # materi- 
es hs al, deſcends into the belly and ts caſt out into 
of theſe the draught ; this he ſaith of the Typick; 
ro the Which 1s the figure of the true Body, 
Hereticks God forbid we ſhould have any ſuch 
cect ,_ thoughts of the true and heavenly Body 
itz, Of Chriſt; as they muſt thar —— 
x3 
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his natural body by what Origen calls his 
material and Sacramental body, which no 
man in his wits can underſtand of meer 
accidents. 
It. St. Cyprian, Biſhop of Carthage, a S.Cyprim 
plorious Martyr of Chriſt, wrote a fa. ©: 5% 


id, frous Epiſtle to 'Coecilizs concerning the 
beyacred Chalice in the Lords Supper, 
pelwhereof this is the ſum : Ler rbat Cap £3 E0-3. 
er-Fbvbich # offered to the people in commemoration \;1;. p.. 


Wf Chriſt be mixt with wine ( againſt the met. 
opinion of the 4quariz who were for wa- 
ter only ) for it cannot repreſent the Blond of 
aSBChri/t when there ts no Wine in the Cup, becauſe 
the Blond of Chriſt # expreſt by the Wine, as 
the Faithful are underſiood by the water, But 
the Patrons of Tranſubſtantiation have 
either Wine nor Water in the Chalice 
they offer, and yet without them { eſpe- 
cially the Wine appointed by our bleſ- 
t :Fſed Saviour, and whereof Cyprian chiefly 
h.ſpeaks ) the Bloud of Chriſt is not ſo 
hemach as Sacramentally preſent 5 So far 
1i-Ewas the Primitive Church from any thing 
woof believing a corporal preſence of the 
k,NBloud, the Wine being reduced to no- 
yeEthing ( thatisto a meer accident without 
cha ſubſtance ) for then they muſt have 
dyBſaid,that the Water was changed into the 
id BPeople, as well as the Wine into the 
| Bloud, 
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Bloud, But there isno need that I ſhould 4 
bring many teſtimonies of thar Father} © 
when all his Writings do plainly declareſf li 
that the true ſubſtance of the Bread andf h 
Wine isgiven in the Euchariſt, thar,thay ſc 
ſpiritual and quickning food which rheſſ 0 
Faithful ger from the Body and Bloud off w 
Chriſt, and the mutual Union of th in 
whole People joyned into one body may w 
anſwer their Type, the Sacrament which w 

_ repreſents them. 
Con.Nice, 12+ Thoſe words of the Council of 
4.D.3z5, Nice are well known, whereby the Faith 
ful are called from the conſideration of 

the outward viſible Elements of Bread 

and Wine, to attend the inward and ſpi 

ritual a of the mind, whereby Chriſt j 

In atis ſeen and apprehended. Zez mort our thought, 
ibid.s awell low, on that Bread and that Cup which an 
= © ſet before ws, but lifting up our minds by fait 
ferips, Het us confider, that on thu ſacred Table tis lail 
the Lamb of God which taketh away the fins ff Lor 

the world. — And receiving truly his preciouſſ bet 

| Body and Bloud, bet ws believe theſe things tl we 

be the Pleages and Emblems of our Reſurredif| ſaid 

on: for we do not take much, but only a litthif For 

( of the Elements ) that we may be mindfulfj the 

we do it not for Satiety, but for Sanitificationd ther 

Now, who is there, even among the ta? 
Maintainers of Tranſubſtantiation, thay pera 
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will underſtand this, mot much, bat & little; 


f of the Body of Chriſt « Or who can be- 
|| lieve that the Nzecene Fathers would call 


his Body and Bloud Symbols in a proper 
ſenſe « When nothing can be an Image 
or a {ign of it ſelf; And therefore though 


we are not toreſt in the Elements, mind- 


ing nothing elſe. ( for we ſhould confider 


# what is chiefeft in the Sacrament, that 


we have onr hearts /zfted up unto the Lord, 
who is given together with the figns) 


_ yet Elements they are, and the earthly 


part of the Sacrament, both the Bread 


and the Wine, which deſtroys Tranſub- 


ftantiation, 


- 13s St. Athanaſizs, famous in the time, 5:. 4h? 
and preſent in the Aſſembly of the witene 4: 2-339 * 
$ Council, a ſtour Champion of the Ca. 
{ tholick Faith, acknowledgeth none other 
{ bur a ſpiritual Manducation of the Body 
i of Chriſt in the Sacrament. 04r 
Lord ( faith he ) made a difference In ilud Evangelii 3 
 betwixt the Fleſh and the Spirit, that pens jo ep gg 
we mioht underſiend that what he St. oh. qui mandzts 
ſaid; was not carnal, but ſpiritual, © **rnem means, Reg 


For how many men could bu body have fed, that 


i the whole world ſhould be nouriſhed by it ? But 


therefore he mentioned his aſcenſion into heaven, 


if that they might not take what he ſaid in a cor- 


geral ſenſe, but might. wnderſland that 
| EF bit 
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ba Flefb whereof he fpake # a ſſiritual' «nd 
heavenly. food given by himſelf from on high; 
for. the words that 1 ſpake unto you they are 
ſdirit, and they are life, as if he ſhould ſay, My 
Body. which. # ſhewn and given for the world, 
[hall be given in food, that it. may be diſtributed 
ſpiritually, to. every one, awa preſerve theme all 
70. the Keſurreftion to! eternal life, Cardinal 
Perron having nothing ta: anſwer -to: theſe 
words of this holy Father, in a kind. of 
defp.ir, rejz«&s the whoſe Trictate,. and 
denies. it to be {4 hanaſicy's, whichnobo- 
dy ever did before him, there being mo 
rabaferi.”- if 417.597 ba 

r4. Cyril, Biſhop of Jeruſalem, of: the 
ſame Age with St. Arhazaſins,' treating iof 
the Chriſme, wherewith they. then anpin-' 
ted thoſe that were Baptized, iſpeuks 
thus : Take heed thor doſti not- think. thab rhit 
4.4 meer Oyntment only, Foz: as the: Bydad- of 
the Euchariſt after the Tnuwcation of tht: Holy 
Ghoſt #s no longer ordinary Bread, but i "the 
Boay of Chriff.; ſo this holy Oyntment tu no.towe 
ger a bare common Oyatment aſter tit '# conſe. 
crated, butt the giſt or grace of Chriſh, which, 
by hu Divine Nature, -and. the coming ' of the 
Holy Ghoſt, # made - fficacious ; ſo *- that ierbe. 
Poay is anointed with: the Oyntment, "but, the 
ſoul is ſantified by the holy and. wivifying 
Spirit, Can any thing.more Clear be ſaid * 
= | Either 


.* 
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Eithet the Oyntment is cranſubſtantiated 
by conſecration into. the ſpirit and grace 
of Chriſt, or the Bread and Wine are not 
tranſubſtantiated by Conſecration into 
the Body and Bloud of Ghriſt, Therefore 
as the Oyntment retains ſtill its ſubſtance; 
and yet is not called a meer or common 
ointment, but the Chariſmg or grace of 
Chriſt: So the Bread and Wine remain- 
ing ſo, as to their ſubſtance, ,yet are not 
{aid to be only Bread and Wine common 
and ordinary, but alſo the Body and. FE 
Bloud of Chriſt, Under the Type of Bread Chd%: 
(ſaith he ) the Body # given thee, and the Thy bodily 
Blogd under the type of the wines This Gro- oe 
dcima doth captioufly and unfaithfully in- rr £) 
terpret, under the appearances of Bread bing 
znd Wine; for thoſe meer appearances. "77.9% 
or accidents ſubſiſting without a fubje& ober. 
never ſo much as entred into the mind of 
az ar the Ancients, -. 
| 15. Muchto the ſame purpoſe we have 
in the Anaphora os Liturgy attributed ro 
St, Baſic, we have ſet before you the Type af St- Baſu. 
the ma. and Bloud fri, which he Xl SIT 
the Breadof the Euchariſt after the Con- rib. de. 
fecration. If it be the Type of the Body, 57-54%. 
then cercainly it cannot be the Body and 
nothing elſe: For. (as we ſaid before } 
nothipg can he the figure of it ſelf, no 
DS F z more 
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more than a man can be his own Son or 
Father, There be alſo Prayers in that Li- 


turgy, That the Bread may become the Body bf 
Chriſt for the remiſſion of fins, and life eternal 


to the recervers. Now trueit iS, chat to the 


faithful the Flement becomes a vivifying 
Body, becauſe they are truly partakers of 
the heavenly bread, the Body of « hriſt: 
but ro others, who either receive not, or 
are not believers, co them the Bread may 
be the Antirype, but is not, neither 
doth become the Body of Chriſt, for 
without Faith Chriſt is never eaten, as is 
gathered from the ſame Father, 

16. St, Gregory Nyſſeze, his Brother,doth 
clearly declare what change is wrought in 
the Bread and Wine by Conſecration, 
ſaying, As the Altar naturally s but common 
ſtone, but being conſecrated becomes an holy Ta- 
ble, a ſpotleſs Altar , ſo the bread of the Eu- 
charift # at firſt ordinary, but berng myſteriouſ- 
ly ſacrificed, it #4, and u# called the Body of 
Chriſt, and # efficacious to great purpoſes 3 and 
as the Prieſt ( yeſterday a Lay-man) by the Bleſ- 
ſing of Ordination, becomes a Dottor of Piety, 


aud a Steward of Myſteries, and though wth 


changed in body or ſhape, yet # transformed 
and made better as to hi foul, by an inviſuble 
power and grace; ſoalſo by the ſame conſequence, 
water, being nothing but water of it ſelfs, yet 


left | 


way, ray fag yg We Wo 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 
Bleſt by a heavenly grace, renews the man, 
working a ſpiritual regeneration in him, Now 
Jet the Aſertors of Tranſubſtantiation 
maintain that a Stone is ſubſtantially 


| changed into an Altar, a man into a 
Prieſt, the water in Baptiſm into an invi- 


fible grace, or elſe that the Bread is not 
ſo changed into the Body of Chriſt : For 
according to this Father there is the ſame 
conſequence jn them all. 


69 


17 Likewiſe St. Ambroſe explaining FS! Ambr. 


what manner of alteration is in the bread, 
when in the Euchariſt it becomes the Bo- 


A D.380. 


dy.of Chriſt, ſaith: Thos hadſt indeed a & 4e S4- 


heing, but wert an old creature, but being now 


Baptized or conſecrated, thou art become a new 
creature, The (ame change that-happens 
to man in Baptiſm, happens to the Bread 
in the Sacrament: If the nature of man 
is not ſubſtantially altered by the new 
Birth, no more 1is-the bread by Conſecra- 
tion, Man becomes by Baptiſm, not 


» 


what Nature made him, but what Grace 


cram. 4. 


Cape 4s 


new-makes him ; and rhe Bread becomes by Tbid.de 


Conſecration, not what it was by Nature, but 


| what the Bleſſing conſecrates it tobe, For Na- 


ture made only ameer man, and made on- 
ly common bread ; but Regeneration, of 
a meer man, makes a holy man, in whom 
Chriſt dwells ſpirityally ; And likewiſe 

| F 3 the 


init.myſ6. 
cap. 9. 
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the Conſecration of common bread makes 
Myſtick and 'Sacramental bread. Yet this 
change doth not deſtroy Nature, but to 
Nature adds Grace: As is yet mort 
plainly expreſt by that holy Father in tht 
fore-cited place. Perhaps thou wilt ſay (ſaith 
he ) this my bread ts common bread ; it # bretd 
indeed before the bleſſing of the Sacrament, but 
when it is conſecrated it becomes the Body of 
Chriſt. Thu we are therefore to declare, how 
can that which # bread be alſo the body of Chriſi! 
By Conſecration. And Conſecyation ts made by 
the words of our Lord, that the venerable $4: 
crament may be'perfetted. You ſee how efficact. 
ous ts the word of Chriſt. If there be then i 
great a power in the word of Chriſt to make the 
Bread and Wine to be what they were not, how 
mach greater # that power, which flill preſerves 
them to be what they were, and yet makes them 
to be what they were not ? Therefore, that 1 
may anſwer thee, it was not the Body of Chrif 
before the Conſecration, but tow after the Con- 
fecration, it # the Body of Chrift 5, he ſaid the 
word andit was done ; thou thy ſelf wert be- 
fere, but wert an old Creatnres, after thon haf 
been conſecrated in Baptiſm thou art become 4 
new creature, By theſe words St; Ambroſe 
teacheth how we are to underſtand that 
the Bread is the Body of Chriſt, to wit, 
by ſuch a change - that the- Bread and 
kX 2 OT ' Wane 


of Tranſubſtantuation. 

Wine do not ceaſe to be what they were 
as to their ſubſtance ( for chen they ſhould 
nor be whac they were ) and yet by the 
Bleſſing become whar before they were 
not. For lo they are ſaid to remain ( as 
indeed they do + what they were by na- 
tute, that yet thry are changed by grace, 
thatis, they become aflured Sacraments 
of the Body and Blond of Chriſt, and by 
that means certain pledges of our Juſti- 
fication and Redemption. What is there, 
can refute more expreſly the dream of 
Tranſubltantiation ? 

18, St. Chryſaftozze doth alſo clearly 
diſcard and reject this carnal Tranſub- 
ſtantiation and caring of Chriſts Body, 
without eating the bread. Sacraments 
(ſaith he ) ought not to be contemplated and 
conſidered carnilly,hut with the eyes of etxr ſonls, 
that ts,ſpiritually ; for ſuch # the nature of myſle- 
ties: where obſerve the oppoſition betwixr 
carnally and ſpiritually which admits of no 
plea or reply again. Cds in Baptiſm the ſþi- 
ritual power of Regeneration's piven to the 
material water ; ſo alſo the immnaterial gift of 
the Body and Blond of Chrift ts not recerved by 
any ſenſible corporal attion, but by the ſpiritual 
diſcernment of our faith, and of our hearts and 
minds, Which is no more than this, thar 


ſenſible things are called by the name of 
WD pb F 4 thole 


WP 
p—_ 3 


St.Chryſ. 
A.D. 332, 


Hom. 4s. 
in $6.Fo9. 


Ilid. 


4 The Fiftory 
thoſe ſpiritual things which they ſeal and 
fignifie. Bur he ſpeaks more plainly in 
his Epiſtle to Ceſarizs ; where he teacheth 
that in this Myſtery, there js not in the 
bread a ſubſtantial, but a Sacramen- 
tal change, according to the which, 
the outward Elements take the 
name of what they repreſent, and are 
changed in ſuch a ſort, that they ſtill re; 
In Ep.a4 ain their former natyral ſpbſtance. The 
Czlar. byead ( ſaith he ) # made worthy to be honou- 
— red with the name of the Fleſh of Chriſt, by the 
2  Conſecration of the Prieſt, yet the Fleſh retains 
the proprieties of its incorruptible nature, a 
the bread doth its natural ſabſtance. Before the 
bread be ſanitified we call it bread ;* but when 
it i conſecrated by the divinegrace, it deſerves 
zo be called the Loras Boay, though the ſubſlance 
of the bread ſtill remains. When Bellarmine 
could not anſwer this teſtimony of that 
Great Door, he thought it enough to 
a l..de deny,that this Epiſtle is St, (bryſoſtoms (4) 
_ "* bur both he and (b) Poſſevis do vainly 
binsz- contend that jt is not extant among the 
per Cbryſ. works of Chryſoſlom. For beſides that at 
—_— Florence (c ) and elſe where it was to be 
ir cor found among them, jt is cited in the Col- 
Pct rt. Jeftions againſt the Severians which are in 
Fog the verſion of Turrianw the Feſurt, in the 
* fourth Taweof Aztiq. {fimun of Henry 
OX 6 Te — EFanifuny 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Caniſius, and jn the end of the book of 
Toh. Damaſcenu againſt the Acephali. I 
bring another Teſtimony out of zhe imper- 
fetf work on St, Matthew, written either 
by St. Chryſoſtome, or ſome other ancient 
Author z a Book in this at leaſt very Oc- 
thodox, and not corrupted by the Arri- 
ans. Intheſe ſanitified veſſels ( ſaith he ) che 
irge body of Chriſt is not contained, but the My- 
ftery of his Body, 

19, Which alſo hath been ſaid by 
St. Juſtcn above a thouſand times ; bur 
out of ſo many almoſt numberleſs places 
I ſhall chuſe only three, which are as the 
ſum of all the reſt. Tow are not to eat this Bo- 


dy which yours ſee, nor arink this Blogd which my , 


Cracifiers ſhall ſhed, I have left you a Sacramept 
which, ſpiritually underſtood, will wivifie you. 
Thus St. Auſtiz rehearſing the words of 


Chriſt agajn ; 1f Sacraments had not ſome Epiſt-:3. 
ad Bonif. 


reſemblance with thoſe things whereof they are 


| Sacraments, they could not be Sacraments at all. 


From this reſemblance they often take the names 
of what they repreſent. Therefore 4s the S4- 
crament of Chriſts body is in ſome ſort his body z 
ſo the Sacrament of Faith, is faith alſo, To the 


ſame ſenſe is what he writes againſt Maxj- ,,, a. 
minu the 4rriau, We mindin the Sacrament, 1.;.c.u:. 


zor what they are, but what they ſhew, for 
(ber ere figns, which are one thing, and ſignifie 
- = awaher, 


S. Auftia. 
A,D.q02. 


In P{al, 
3, 
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wo what they are, but to what they ſignifie, for ont 


Lord was pleaſed to ſay, this is my Body, whey 
he gave the fign of his body. This paſſage of 
St. Auſtiz is ſo clear, that it admits of nz 
evaſion nor no denial.. For if the Sacrs 
ments are one thing, an ſignifie anocher, 
then they are not ſo changed into what 
they fignifie, as that after that change 
they ſhould be no more what they were, 
The water is changed in baptiſm as the 
Bread and Wine in the Lords Supper, but 
all that is changed is not preſently abo- 
liſhed or Tranfubſtantiated, For as the 
water remains entire in Baptiſm, ſo do the 
Bread and Wine in the Encharift. : 
St.Proſp. 20. St. Proſper, Orthodox in all things, 
42.43% who lived almoſt in the time of Auftir, 
teacheth, That the Enchariſt confiſteth of 
:1wo things, the viſible appearance of the Ele- 
had ul. ments, and the inviſible Fleſh and Blond of onr 
corfe cap, Savionr Chriſt, ( that is, the Sacyawrent, and 
beceft. the grate of the Stcrament ) us the perſon of 
Chriſt is bath God and Man. Who but the in- 
famous. Heretick Euryches would ſay that 
Chriſt, as God, was ſubſtantially changed 

into man, or as man, into God ? | 
B. 2h: 21. Upon this ſubje&, nothing can be 
dira7, Morte clear than this of Theodor. _— we 
EEE carl 


= another, And in another place ſpeaking off 
De Dofr. the Bread and Witie. Let 0 wan look uf 


of Tranſudſtantration, 


learn whar the Primitive Chutch believes 


” 


jn this matter, Our Saviour, in the Inflitu- Dial. 1, 


tion of the Eachariſt, changed the names of 
things, piving to his body the wame of its Sa- 
crament, and to the Sacrament the name of his 
Bodj, Now this was done for this reaſon, 
as he ſaith, tha? they that ave partakers of the 
Divine Myſteries, might not mind the nature 
of what they ſee, bat by the change of names, 
mirht believe thut change which is wrought by 
Graces Fby he that called what by nature is his 
body, wheat avd Bread s he alſo honoured the 
Elements and Signs with the nazyes of his Body 
and Bloud, wot changing what is natural, but 
adding Grace to it, He therefore teacheth 
thatſuch an alteration is wrought in the 
Elements, that ſtill their nature and ſub- 


ſtance continues, as he explains more 


plainly afterwards, For when the Here- 
tick thar ſtands for E2tichins, had (aid, 4s 
the Sacrament of the Loyds Boay and Blond are 
one thing before the Prayer af the Prieſt, and 
afterwartls being changed, become another ; {0 
alſo the Body of our Lord after his aſcentionis 
thanged into the divine ſabſtayce and watiire 
( according to the Tentr of the Tranſub- 
ſttantiaror this Euwtychiny Argument is irre- 
Tragable, bur) Catholick Antiquity an- 
{wers it thus: Thou are ext angled in the nets of 
thine own kyittings, for the Elements or Myftick 
ee ne — 


Ibid. 


Dal.,:, 
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firws depart not from their nature after Conſe. 


cration, but remain in their former ſubſtance, 
form, and kind, and can be ſeen and toucht a 
much as before : and yet withal we underſtand 
alſo what they become now they are changed, 
Compare therefore the Copy with the Original, 
an1 thou ſhalt ſee their likeme(s, For « figure 
muſt anſwer to the truth. That body hath the 
ſame form, and fills the ſame ſpace as before, 
and in « word is the ſame ſubſtance , but after 
ts reſurrection, it is become immortal, &c, 
All this and much more is taught by Thee 
doret, who aſſiſted at the univerſal Coun- 
Cils of Epheſw and Chelcedon, It is an idle 
exception which is made by ſome in the 
Church of Rome, as though by the nature 
and ſubſtance of the Elements, which 
are ſaid to remain, Theodores had under- 
ſtood the nature and ſubſtance of the ac: 
cidents, ( as Cardinal Zeliarmine 15 plea- 
ſed to ſpeak moſt abſuxdly: )bur the whole 
context doth ſtrongly refute this gloſs, 
for Theodorer joyns together nature, ſub- 
ſtance, form, and figure, and indeed, what 
Anſwer could they have given to the Euty- 
chian Argument, if the ſubſtance of the 
bread being annihilated after the Conſe- 
cration, the accidents only remain ? Or 
did Chriſt ſay concerning the accidents 
of the Bread and Wiae, theſe accidents 
are, 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Kare, or this accident is my body 2 Burt 


(though we have not that liberty, yet ) 
the Inventors of Tranſubſtantiation may - 
when they pleaſe make a Creator of a 
Creature. ſubſtances of accidents, acci- 
dents of ſubſtances, and any thing out of 
any thing. But ſure they are too immo-. 
deſt and uncharitable, who, to elude the 
authority of ſo famous and ſo worthy 
a Father as Theodorer, alledge that he was 
accuſed of ſome errours in the Council of 


.Þ Epheſus, though he repented afterwards, 


as they themlelves are forced to confeſs, 
Fain wou'd they if they could get out at 
this door, when they cannot deny that he 
affirmed, that the Elements remain in 
their natural ſubſtance,as he wrote in the 
Dialogues which he compoſed againft the 
Eutychian Hereticks, with the applauſe 
and approbation of the Catholick 
Church. And indeed the evidence of this 
truth hath compelled ſome of our Adver- 


.| ſaries to yield that Theodoret is of our fide. 


For in the Epiſtle before the Dialogues of 
Theodoret in the Rowan Edition, ſet forth 
by Stephan Nicolinm, the Popes Printer, in. 


the year 1547, it is plainly ſet down. That Pref.in 


in what concern'd Tranſubſtantiation hi epinion |, 
Was not very ſound, but that he was to be ex» 
cuſed, becauſe the Church ( of Rome) had made 
zo decree about it, 22, With 
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$:Gaaſ. + 22. With Theadoner wemay joyh Celifon;ſnat 
—_ or who .( whether he weie Biſhop of Rae orfÞÞre 
"inn RO JAS Belbermine confeſſerh, was of the fame ” 
226 and opinion as he,and thegefore. a. wits, af 
neſs ancient and credible enough, He wrotgſþ? 91 
 2gainſt Zatzches and Neſboriuz, Ooticerningſ}c*?\ 
the. two natures. in Chriſt, in this man-$11V 
De duebis neg. Donbthefs, the Sacrament of the Body aniſſ®% « 
in ebrifio Blad.of Chriſh which we receives # a very dif ri 
Biblioth. Timnf thing, vehexchby. we are made partakers of OP 
gay Mor diane nab x aud yet it deth nob ceaſe uffe8%* 
'" be Fread. and Wine, by ſubflance aud nebure-""t 
dndindeed, the image and reſemblince of theſP<9 
Beay, 61% Blond, of Chrift # celebrated in thi 
#11 /keriogas 46tion. By this therefore we ſee ma 
witeſtly enortgh, that we muſt believe that tab 
in Chriſt, which ve believe ta be in ba Sacra: 
aieuh,. that, as bythe perfecting wertne of thilf 
Haly Ghoſt, it begqmics a, arvine. ſubſtanie, andif*' 
Jes remains in. the propriety of its. nature 5, jiſf® 
shjs, great Ayſtery the Incarnatiqn, of wha . 
power and efficacy this.is a lively. image doth def” 
monſirate that there is ont intire and irue Chriſt, 
eopſytivg of © two natures, which yet proper 
emma anchangeds It doth plainly appear 
aut .of theſe,. words, that the changg 
wrqught in the Sacrament is not ſubſtan; 
tial, for firſt, the ſanQified Elements © - 
are ſo made. the Body and Bloud of|vÞi 
Chriſt, thas gill chey contigye ca be, by (69! 
To, naturgh 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
fnature; Bread and Wine. . Secondly, The 

WM, | . þ ; 2 

a Bread and Wine retain their natural pro. 

_ 25 allo the two natures in Chriſt, 


n - o 
- fLaftly, The Elements are faid to become. 
t6 a divine ſubſtance, becayſe while we re-: 


ceive them, we axe mady partakers of the 

)ivine Nature. by. the Body and Bloud 

Mof Chriſt; which arg-givea tous. Theſe 
fthings being fo, their blindneſs is to be 
eplored who ſee not . that, they | bring; 

2gain into the Church .of Rowe. the ſame. 
MError which Antiquity pioufly. and lear-. 

4 nedly conderwned 1D, the :Eqtohinns. And; 

1s for their thread- barge 0þj: &ion } , -,. i; 

0: this, That , by the ſubſenge of PU Jocg CFtat. Baron, 
ercad and wine, the tran ſubſtance it 'yanka Delafi wn 
Wofi 3s. wah to: be mnderſtoon, but only, B. B. faryn. 

be. azure aud eſſence: of, thy cab _.. - 

. Mengs,. it:15 a very ſtrapge and very,,poog. 
Mhifc. There is. a great deal more of com-. 
\endatiog due to, the ingenuity of Car- In Collog, 
hioal Comtarenm, Who yielding to.the evi- _— 
lence of truth, anſwered nothing tothis,. _ 
plain Teſtimony of Gelafines os 


23. Now Ladd Cyril of Alexangriq, Whoditcon.: 


earl -- | ries 
$6 aid, That.the Body. and Bloud; of Chriſti the gil of Calc 
ar ſrcrament are reatiared: anly by. @ pre Fahy 385,00. 


MS NEE read: ig: that Epiſtle: againſt Neſtoxips Tnter Ef 
of which fix hundred Faohers approved and..c)r. is 
by {confirmed in the Council of Chalcedow, 1 £97 5p5, 
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othit to mention the other Fathers of this 
| Age; though many things in their Wri. « 
3d tings be as contrary to Tranſubſtantiationf} 
W.- and the independency of accidents as anyſj C 
£ I have hitherto cited, 1 
Epbrem. 24. 1 come now to the Sixth Century,ſſ 11 
nt. 549 about the middle whereof Ephrem, Pa- 
triarch of Antioch, wrote a Book, which 
Phoria Was read and commended by Phoriuw, con- 
zilt. Cerning ſacred Conſtitutions and Cere. 
x.:29. monies againſt the Exrychians ; therein, 
thit he might prove the Hypoftatica| 
Union, that in Chriſt there is no con- 
fuſion of natures, bur that each retains 
its own ſubſtance and properties, he 
brings the compariſon of the Sacramental 
Union, and denies that there ſhould be 
any converſion of one ſubſtance into ano. £4 
ther in the Sacrament. vo »2e# ( ſaith he)fj Þu 
that hath any reaſon will ſay that the natare iff 
the palpable, and impalpable; and the nature 
the wifible and inviſible is the ſame. For ſothe th; 
Body of Chriſt which is received by the faithful; 
remains in its own ſubſtance, and yet withalij 35 
wnited to 4 ſpiritual grate, and ſo Baptiſm, he 
thouz h it becomes wholly ſpiritual, yet #8 loſeth}j © he 
wot the ſenſible property of its ſubſtance ( that's} £10 
water ) neither doth” it ceafe-to be what it wal }ec 
made by graces | a 


lhid. 


z5.lt 


| ſome would take the expreſſions of Facundus ro 
G 
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25. It is not very long ſince the works 


of Facnndus, an African Biſhop, were Prin- 
ted at Pars, but he lived in the ſame Cen- 
cury. Now what his Dodtcine was againſt 
Tranſubſantiartion, as alſo of the Church 
in his time, is plainly to be ſeen by thoſe 
words of his, which I here tranſcribe. 
The Sacrament of Adoptiow may be called 
Adoption, as the Sacrament of the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt, conſecrated in the Bread and 
Wine ts ſaid to be his Body and Bloud, mot 
that his Body be Bread, or his Bloud Wine, 
but becauſe the Bread and Wine are the 
Sacrament of his Body and Bloud, and therefore 
ſo called by Chriſt, when he gave them 10 his 
Diſciples. Sirmondus the Feſuit hath writ 
Annotations on Facuxvdus ; but when he 
came to this place he had nothing to ſay, 
but that the Bread is no Bread, but only 
the likeneſs and appearance of Bread : 
An opinion ſo unlike: that of Facunds 
that itihould not have been Fathered up- 
on-him, by a learned and ingenuous man, 
as Sirmondus would be thought to be. For 
he cannot ſo much as produce any one of 
the ancient Fathers that ever made men- 
tion of accidents ſubſiſting withour a ſub- 
jet, (called by him the appearances of 
Bread.) And as for his thinking, That 
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be ſomewhat uncouth and obſcure, how un-f 
juſt and injurious it 1s to that learned f| x] 
Father may eafily be obſerved by any,fl þ 

26. 1fidore, Biſhop: of Hiſþal, about the | «| 
begining of the Seventh Century, wrote ſf | 
thus concerning the Sacrament, Becauſe ſſ t1 
the bread flreugthens our body, therefore it uſÞ il 


called the Boay of Chriſt, and becauſe the winth th 


is made bloud, therefore the Blond of Chriſt «| fas 
expreſſed by it. Now theſe two are viſible, but 94 
yet being ſanitified by the Holy Spirit, they be-h a1 
come the Sacraments of the Lords Body, For ſu 
the Bread which we break # the Body of Chriſt, 

who ſaid, I am the Bread of lifes and the win 6; 
& his Bloud, as it « written, I am the truff w 
Vine, Behold, ſaith he, they become 1 
Sacrament, not the ſubſtance of the Lords 
Body ; for the Bread and Wine which 
feed our Fleſh cannot be ſubſtantially, nor 
be ſaid to be the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, bur Sacramentally, they are ſo as 
certainly, as that they are ſo called, But 
this he declares yet more clearly, Lb. 6, 
Etymol, cap, 19. For as the viſible ſubſtance of 
Bread and wine nouriſh the outward man ;, (iff 
the word of Chriſt, who #« the bread of Life, 
refreſheth the ſouls of the faithful being re 
ceived by Faith, Theſe words were record w' 
ed and preſerved by Zertram the Prieſt, ſj th 
when as in the Editions of 7fidore, they ſu 
are now left our, 27. And 


of Tranfi ubſtantidtion. 


. 27. And the ſame kind of expreffions as 
thole of 1/idorws were alſo uſed by Venera- Ven Bed: 
ble” Bede our Conntry-man, who lived in ©" 
the Eighth Century, In his Sermon upon 57"; 4: 
the Epiphany of whom wealſogake theſe *** 
two teſtimonies following: 1 the room of Com. in ' 
the fleſh 4nd bloud of the Lamb Chriſt ſubſtituted -%*-** | 
the Sacrament of bis Body and Blond, inthe 
figure of Bread aud Wine. Allo, At Sapper he "0 in 
gave to hu Diſciples the figure of hu holy Body © 
and Bloud, Theſe utterly deſtroy Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, | 

28, In the ſame Century, Charles the Car:Mag: 
Great wrote an Epiſtle to our Alcuinus, ©": 77* 
wherein we find theſe words. Chriſt, at x. ,4 41- 
Supper broke the bread to hu Diſciples, and like cu.de ra- 
wiſe gave them the Cup, in figure of hi Body *#9"* 5*Þh« 
and Blond, and ſo left to ws this great Sacrament 
for our benefit, If 1t was the figure of his 
body, it could not be the Body it ſelf: 
Indees, the Body of Chriſt is given in the 
Euchariſt, but to the faithful only,and thar 
by means of the Sacrament of the Conſe- 
crated bread, 

29. But now, about the beginning of 
the Ninth Century, ftarted up Paſchafize, p,(;, 
aMonk of (vrbie, who firſt ( as ſome ſay, 47.818. 
whoſe Judgment I follow not ) among 
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the Zetines, taught that Chriſt was Con- 7 4. 
ſubſtantiated, or rather incloſed in the ſang £bri- 


Ga Bread, 
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Bread & corporally united to it in the Sa. 
crament; for as yet there was no thoughts 
of the Tranſubſtantiation of Bread. But 
theſe new ſorts of expreſſions not agree. 
ing with the Catholick Do&rine, and the 
Writings of the ancient Fathers, had 
few or no Abettors before the Eleventh 
Century. Andin the Ninth, whereof we 
now treat, there were not wanting learn- 
ed men ( as Amalarivs, Archdeacon of 
Triars ; Rabannus, at firſt Abbot of Full, 
and afterwards Archbiſhop of Aterts; 
Fohn Erigena, an Engliſh Divine , walafri 
aus Strabo, 4 German Abbot; Ratramus 0t 
Bertramus, firſt Prieſt of Corbie, afterward; 
Abbot of Orbec in France z and many 
more) who by their Writings oppoſed 
this new Opinion of Paſcafius, or of ſome 
others rather, and delivered to Poſterity 
the Dodrine of the Ancient Church, 
Yet we have ſomething more to ſay con: 
rell. de cerning Paſchafins, whom Bellarmine an 
verip Ec- Sirmondns eſteemed ſo highly, that they 


cleft. verbo 


Paſch, were not aſhamed to ſay, that he was the 
5,n.72;;, firſt thar had writ to the purpoſe concern 
Pref.£1;. ing the Euchariſt, and that he had fo 
zione Pa. explained the meaning of the Church, 
riþ:oÞ- that he had ſhewn and opened the way 
to all them who treated of that ſubje& 
after him, Yet in that whole Book of 


Paſchaſins, 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Paſchaſias, there is nothing that favours 
the Tranſubſtantiation of the Bread, or 
its deſtruction or removal. Indeed, he 
aſſerts the trath} of the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſts being in the Euchariſt, which 
Proteſtants deny not, he denies that the 
Conſecrated Bread is a bare figure, a re- 
preſentation void of truth, which Pro- 
teſtants aſſert not. But he hath many 
things repugnant to Tranſubſtantiation, 
which ( as I have ſaid ) the Church of 
Rome it ſelf had not yet quite found out, 
I ſhall mention a few of them. Chri/? (ſaith 
he ) left us this Sacrament, a viſible figure 
and charatter of his Body and Bloud, that by 
them our Spirit might the better embrace ſpirt- 
inal and inviſible things, and be more fully fed 
by Faith, Again, We muſt receive our ſpiritual 
Sacraments with the mouth of the Soul, and 
the taſte of Faith, Item. Whilſt therein we 
ſavour nothing carnal, bat we being ſpiritual, 
ana underſlanding the whole ſpiritually, we re- 
main in Chriſt, And a little after, The fleſh 
and bloud of Chriſt are received ſpiritually. And 
again, To ſavour according to the fleſh, is 
death , and yet to receive ſpiritually the true 
Fleſh of Chriſt, # life eternal. Laſtly, The 
Fleſh and bloud of Chriſt are not received car- 
nally, bat ſpiritually, In theſe he treacheth, 
that the Myſtery of the Lords Supper is 

-" 4 not, 


Amal. 4n. 
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not, and ought not to be underſtood car- 
nally but ſpiritually, and that this dream 
of corporal and oral Tranſubſtantiation 
was unknown to the 'Atncient Church, 
As for what hath been added to this 
Book, by the craft (without doubt) of 
fome ſuperſtitious forgerer, ( as Eraſmus 
complains that it too frequently happens 
to the Writing of the Ancients, ). it is 
Fabulous, as the viſible appearing of the 
Body of Chriſt in the form of an Infant 
with fingers of raw fleſh ; ſuch ſtuff is un- 
worthy to be Fathered on Paſchaſius, who 

rofeſt that he delivered no other Dodtrin 
concerning the Sacrament, than that 
which he had learned out of the Ancient 
Fathers, and not from idle and uncertain 
ſtories of Miracles. 

30, Now it may be requiſite to pro- 
duce the teſtimony of thoſe Writers be- 
fore mentioned to have written in this 
Century. 1x all that Iwrite ( ſaith Amala- 
rius) 1 am ſwayed by the Judgment of hob 
men and pious Fathers x, yet I ſay what 1 think 
my ſelf. Thoſe things that are done in the Cele 
bration of Divine Service, are aont in the Sa- 
crament of the Paſſion cf our Lord as he himſelf 
commanded, Therefore the Prieſt offering the 
Bread, with the Wine and Water in the Sacra- 
ment, doth it in the ſle:d of Chrift, and the 
Bs | * oooh 
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Bread, Wine, and Water in the Sacrament ve- 


preſent the Fleſh and Bloud of Chriſt. For S4- 
craments are ſomewhat to reſemble thoſe things 
whereof they are Sacraments, Therefore let the 
Prieſt be like unto (hriſt, as the Bread and Li- 
quors are like the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, Such 
# in ſome manner the immolation of the Prieſt 
on the Altar, as was that of Chriſt on the 
Croſs. Again, The Sacrament of the Body of 
Chriſt, # in ſome manner the Boay of Chrift : 
For Sacraments ſhould not be Sacraments, if in 
ſome things they had not the likeneſs of that 
whereof they are Sacraments: Now by reaſon 
of this mutaal likeneſs, they oftentimes are cal- 
led by what they repreſent. Laſtly, Sacraments 
bave the wertue to bring us to thoſe things 
whereof they are Sacraments. Theſe things 


"writ Amalarins according to the Expreſſt- 


ons of St. Auſtiz, and the Doctrine of the 
pureſt Church. 


21. Rabanus Maurus, 4a oreat Doctor of Rebar, 
this Age, who could hardly be matcht either Trithem. 
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in Italy or in Germany, publiſht this his 4e $cripe. * 
open Confeſſion : Our bleſſed Saviour would £7: 


: Rabanus 
hive the Sacrament of his Body and Floud, to aur. de 


be received by the mouth of the Faithful, and to ! 
become their nouriſhment, that by the wiſible 
body, the effeits of the inviſible might be 
known : For 4s the material Food feeds the 
body ontwardly, and makes it to grow, ſo the 

: G 4 word 


ch 
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b<6-38e 


G.Maln. 
A. 100, 
and Tho. 
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A.1 499. 
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word of God doth inwardly nonriſh and 
ſtrengthen. the ſoul. Alſo, He would havethe 
Sacramental Elements to be made of the fruits 
of the earth,that as he, who is God inviſible, ap» 
peared. wifible. tn our Fleſh, and mortal t1 
ſave us mortals, ſo he might by a thing viſible 
fitly repreſent to us a thing "inviſible. Some ve- 
ceive the Sacred Sign at the Lords Table to their 
Salvation, and ſome to their Ruine ; but the 
thing. ſignified us life to every man, and acath 
to none, whoever recerves it is united 14 a mem» 
ber to Chriſt the head in the Kingdom of Hea- 
wen ; for the Sacrament u one thing, and the 
efficacy of it another : For the Sacrament us re- 
cerved with the month, but the grace thereof 
feeds the inward. man, And a4 the firſs i 
turned into our ſubſlance when we eat it and 
arink it, ſo are we made the Body of Chriſt when 
we live pioeſly and obeatently. Therefore 
the Faithful do well and truly receive the body of 
Chriſt, if they neglei# not to be bis members, 
and they are made the Body of Chriſt if they will 
live of hu Spirit. All theſe agree not in-the 
leaſt with the new Docrine of Rowze, and 
as little with that opinion they attribute 
to Paſchaſirs, and therefore he is rej<Cted 
as erroneous by ſome Komrſh Authors, who 
writ four and fix hundred years after him: 
But they ſhould have conſidered that they 
condemned not only Rebar, but _— 
wil 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 8g 
4 {with him all the Doors of the Primitive 
he (Church. 
its} 32. Johannes Erigena our Country-man, 706.crig. 
e- | (whom King A/fred took to be his,and his 4: 86. 
 11fChildrens Tutor, and to credit the new 
bh founded Univerſity of @xford) while he 
re- lived in France, Where he was in great 
er eſteem with Charles the Bald,ywrote 
he(s) 2 Book concerning the Body « Ther He 
hand Bloud of our Lord, to the qc; 7,0 1%. tw» 
ſame purpoſe as Rabanws, and bradred yeare afiee 
back'd it with clear Teſtimanies ?! 7 Parents 
: f Tranſubſtantiati- 
of Scripture and of the Holy Fa- on, 6 
thers. But entring himſelf into « 
the Monaſtery of Malmsbury, as he was 
interpreting the Book of Dyeziſius about 
za the heavenly Hierarchy, ( which hetran- 
enfllated into Latine) and withal cenſurins 
. 2 þ Anton 
re fithe newly-hartcht Doctrine of the Carnal ,;, .. ** 
of Preſence of Chriſt in the Euchariſt, he s 3. 
7 ſlwas ſtabb'd (4) with Pen. knives by ſome |!" 
N j 24 C 4s 
i unworthy Schollars of his, ſet on by cer- @ an. 
1e fltain Monks ; though not long after, he « Vain! 


de geſt 
d Elwas by ſome (c) others numbred among ye 
e Holy Martyrs. | 2, 


df 33 Walafridus Strabo, about the ſame /7#!. Sia. 
o ſtime wrote on this. manner. Theyefore in ©,\c;u; 

: Bhat Laſt Supper whereat Chriſt was with his Fl. 6.6. 
y N Piſciples before be was betrayed ; after the [0- 

r | emnitics of the ancient Paſſccver, he gave to 


h his 
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his Diſciples the Sacrament of his Body an 


Bloud in the ſubſtance of Bread and Win, 
— and inſtrutted us to paſs from carnal t 


ſpiritual things, from earthly to heavenly thing 


and from ſhadows to the ſubſtance. 

Bertram 
Prieſtand wile called Ratramnu, Or Ratramm, Per 
30> haps not righely, it is known enough by 
© that Book which the Emperour Charles th 
Fald( who loved and honoured him, as al 

good men did, for his great Jearning and 

piety ) commanded him to write concern- 

ing the Body and Bloud of our Lord, 

For when men began to be diſturbed a 

the Book of Paſchafias, ſome ſaying on 

thing, and ſome another, the Emperour 

| being moved by their diſputes propound- 

ed himſelf two queftions to Bertram, 

x. Whether, what the Faithful eat in the 
Church, be made the Body and Bloud of 

Chriſt in Figure and in Myſtery ? 2, Or 
whether that natural body which was 

born of the Virgin Mary, which ſuffered, 

died, and was buried, and now fitteth on 

the right hand of God the Father, be it 

ſelf dayly received by the mouth of the 
Faithful in the Myſtery of the Sacra- 
ment © The firſt of theſe Bertramreſolved 
Afﬀfirmatively, the ſecond Negatively, 

and ſaid, that there was as great a diffe- 

rence 


AT ” x 7 - 
wing . 
o 


24. As for the opinion of Bertrem,other}ſ 
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rence betwixt thoſe two bodies,as betwixt 
the earneſt and that whereof it is the ear- 


neſt, It # evident ( ſaith he ) that that Pread Lib. de 


and Wine are figuratively the Body ana Bloud 
of Chriſt. — According to the ſubflance of the 


'Þ Elements, they are after the Conſecration what iid. 
' they were before, — For the Bread ts wot Chriſt © 


ſubflantially. — If this myſtery be not done in 
8 figure, it capmor well be called a Myſtery. 
— The Wine alſo which # made the Sacrament 
of the Blond of (hriſt by the Conſecration of 
the Prieſt, ſhews one thing by its outward ap- 
pearance and contains another inwardly. For 
what « there viſible in its outſide but only the 


ll ſubftance of the Wine ? Theſe things are changed, 


but not according to the material part, and by 
this change they are not what they truly == 
to be, but are ſome thing elſe beſides what « 
their proper being : For they are made ſpiritually 
the Body and Bloud of Chriſt z not that the Ele- 
ments be two different things, but in one reſpect 
they are, as they appear, Bread and Wine, and 
in another the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 
— Hence, according to the wifible Creatare 
they feed the boay, but according to the wertue 
of a more excellent ſubſtance they nouriſh and 
ſanitifie the ſouls of the Faithful. "Then ha- 
ving brought many Teſtimonies of holy 
Scripture and the ancient Fathers to con- 
firm chis, he at laſt prevents that Ca- 
br lumny 
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lumny which the followers of Paſchafiu 


did then lay on the Orthodox, as though: : 


they had taught that bare ſigns, figures, 
and ſhadows, and not the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt were given in the Sacra- 
ment, Ze it pot be thought ( ſaith he ) be 
catiſe we ſay this, that therefore the Body and 
 Bloud of Chriſt are not received in the Myſtery 
of the Sacrament, where Faith apprehend: 
what it believes, and not what the eyes ſee ;, far 
thu meat and drink are ſpiritual, feed the ſou 
ſpiritually, and entertain that life whoſe falntſ, 
& eternal, For the queſtion is not fimply 
about the real truth, or the thing figni- 
fied being preſent, without which it could 
not be a Myſtery, but about the falſe rea- 
lity of things ſubſiſting in imaginary 
appearances, and about the Carnal Pre- 

ſence, 
Index lib. 35. All this the Fathers of Trent, and 
prob.in f- the Remiſh lnquiſitors could not brook, 
_—_ and therefore they. utterly condemn- 
thor. Pape ed Bertram, and put his Book in the 
e4iwm Catalogue of thoſe that are forbidden, 
" But the Profeſſors of Doway judging this 
proceeding much too violent, and there- 
fore more like to hurt than to advance the 
Roman Cauſe, went another and more 
cunning way to work, and had the appro- 
bation of the Licencers of Books, irs 
| the 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
the Anthors of the Belgick Index expurga- 
torizs. That Book of Bertram { ſay they )ha- 
ving been already Printed ſeveral times, read 
by many, and knows to all by its being forbid- 
den, may be ſuffered and uſed after it i corre- 


Index ex- 
pur. Belg. 
juſſu & 
author, 
Phil. 2, 
Hiſp.Reg. 


4tque Al- 


tied; for Bertram was a Catholick Prieſt and baniducis 


a Monk in the Monaſtery of Corbie, eſteemed 
aud beloved by Charles the Bald. And being 
we bear with many errors in Ancient Catholick 
Anthors, and leſſen, and excuſe them, and by 
ſome cunning device (behold the good 
mens fidelity !) often deny them, and give 4 
more commodious ſenſe, when they are objetted 
fo 45 inn our diſputes with our Adverſaries z we 
do not ſee why Bertram ſhould wot alſo be 


amended and uſed with the ſame Equity, leſt 


Hereticks caſt us in the teeth, that we burn 
and ſuppreſs thoſe Records of Antiquity that 
make for them : And, as we alſo fear, leſt, not 
only Hereticks, but alſo ſtuk born Catholicks read 
the"Book 'with the more preedineſs, and cite it 
with the more confidence becauſe it is forbidden, 
and ſo it doth more harm by being prohibited 


| than if it was left free. What patch then 


will they ſow to amend this in Bertram? 
Thoſe things that differ are not the ſame ; that 
Body of Chrift which died and roſe again, and is 
become immortal, dies no more, being eternal 
and impaſſable: But that which u celebrated in 
the Church, is temporal, not eternal; t cor- 
ruptible, 


concilio 
concinn. 
p54. 
v.Bert, 
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ruptible; and not incorruptible. To this laflf Six 
mentioned paſſage, they give a very comJth: 
modious ſenſe, namely, zhat it ſhould wg Lo 
wnder flood of the corruptible ſpecies of the Sacre nat 
ment, or of the Sacrament it ſelf, and the uſif tru 
of it, which will leſt zo longer than this worlilh 
If this will nor do, it may not be amiſs tgCe 
leave it all out ; to blot out -ſ6bly, andySer 
write izviſibly. And this, what the CrexInn 
tures were in ſubſlance before the Conſecratinyanc 
they are flill the ſame after it, muſt be underger: 
ſtood, according to the outward appearanceſycie! 
that is, the accidents of the Bread and Winthe 
Though they confeſs that then Bertraw knmCh 
nothing of thoſe accidents ſabſiſting without wh 
ſubſtance, and many other things which thiſjem: 
latter age hath added out of the Scriptures willfg| 
as great trath as ſubtilty. How much eafiin a 
had it been at one ſtroke to blot out tig]nat 
whole Book ? And ſo make ſhort worlfted 
with it, as the Speiſh Inquiſitors did infThe 
Index ex- their Jndex expurgat. Let the whole Epifjpvhe 
Xx 4 file (ſay they ) of Udalricus, Biſhop of Ho/e 
Quiroge, AuSburg be blotted out, cencerning the ſingiſui/ 
Card. & life of the Clergy ; and let the whole Book ifſiſtt 
A Bertram the Prieſt, about the Body and Blowd np hun 
fine. « tbe Lord, beſuppreſtk. What is this, but, ar 
Arnb.t 3, CArnobius (aid againſt the Heathen, zo infme? 
zercept publick Records, and fear. the Teſtimm blou 
of the Truth? For, as for that which Af 
. Sixt 
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laf Sixtue Senenſis, and. Poſſevin affirm, That 5ixt.sen. - 

om-that Book of the Body and Bloud of the ff in 

4 wif Lord was writ by Oecolempadius under the poi. 

cre name of Bertram, it is ſo great an un- Prot. in 

- off truth, thata greater cannot be found, 8Þ- 4724-54: 

hh 36. We are now come to the tenth 

stof|Century, wherein, beſides thoſe many 

andSentences. of Catholick Fathers againſt 

re Innovaters in what concerns the Body 

zinfland Bloud of Chriſt, colleted by Herz. Herig. 4b. 

derffperus Abbas Lobienſir, we have alſo an an- ©2?® 

cient Eaſter Homily in Saxon: Engliſh, which Hom-Paſc- 

then uſed ro be read publickly in our 4555: 

SChurches : out of which we may gather inpreſe 

what was then the Doctrine received [9 ©. 

amongſt us, touching this Point of Reli- puit.caxe. 

gion ; but chiefly out of that part where. 4644.3. 

Min are ſhewn many differences betwixt the 

Fnatural Body of Chriſt and the Conſecra- 

Jted Hoſt. For thus it teacheth the people, 

diffThere ts 4 great difference betwixt that body 
Awherein Chriſt ſuffered and that wherein the 

of Hoſt is conſecrated. That Body, wherein Chriſt 

vl ſeffered was born of the Virgin Mary, con- 

f/i/ting of bloud and bones, skin and nerves, 

fl burnane members, and a rational ſoul : But bis 

t, Y firitual body which we call the Hoſt, is made of 

 infl many wunited grains of cory, and hath neither 

mo blond nor bones, neither members nor ſoul. 

ch Afterwards, The Body of Chriſt, which ozce 

xt | aied 
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died and roſe again, (hall die no more, but re. 
mains eternal and impaſſible ; but this Hoſtal t| 
remporal and corruptible, divided into parti v0 
broken with the teeth, and ſwallowed down inn tm 
the flomach, Laſtly, this Myſtery is a plc th 
anda fieure : The body of Chriſt #-that waſh lo 
truth. what « ſeen tsbread, but what t ſpin 
zually underſbood is life, There is alſo anothefſ — 
Sermon of Biſhop walfinws to the Clergy 
bearing the title of a Synod of Prie 
| wherein the ſame opinion and Doctrine; 
Fomil.sz- Explained in this manner : That Hoſt # ti Sh 


cerd Sy- Body of Chriſt, not corporally, but ſpiritnalh; 

—_ "*P"- not that. Body wherein he ſuffered, bat thi 

Homil. Body whereof he ſpake, when he conſecratu 

Paſcoali. the Bread and Wine into an Hoſt, Which i 

| this day, in the Charch of Exgland we 
hold to be a Catholick truth. 

37. And ſo hitherto we have producey x, ' 

che agreeing Teſtimonies of Ancient Fa 

thers' for a thouſand years after ChriltY to 1 

and have tranſcribed them more at large tho 

co make it appear to every one that is nolff bric 

blind, that the true Apoſtolick Doctrine off ry, 

this Myſtery, hath been univerſally mainf] pty 

tained for ſo long by all men; ſome fenf con 

excepted, who more than eight hundred and 

yea's afrer Chriſt preſumed ro diſputeſ| 14vc/ 

againſt the ancient Orthodox Doctrinef ſab 


of the manner of Chriſts Preſence, and off - St 
his 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


CHAP. VL 


Shews more at large that the Dofrine 
and Prattice F the Primitive Church 
is inconſiſtent with Tranſubſtantiation ; 
and Anſwers the Romiſh ObjeFtions 
vainly alleadged out of Antiquity. 


Y x. Mz? more Proofs out of Ancient 


Records might have been added 
to thoſe we have hitherto brought, for a 
thouſand years, but we, deſiring to be 
brief, have omitted them in each Centu- 
1y; As in the Firſt, After the holy Scri- 
ptures, the Works of * Clemens Romans, 


commended by the Papiſts themſelves, 


ahd thoſe of » St. Jznatizs, Bifhop of 4z- 
tich and Martyr, are much againſt Tran- 
ſubſtantiation. In the Second likewiſe, 


97 

| his being received in the Sacrament, . 
8 though they durſt not poſitively deter- 
mine any thing againſt it, Now, what 
more concerns this Point we refer to 
- hex Chapter, leſt this ſhould be tog 
ong. | 


Authors 
left our iti 
the forces 
going 


Chapter, 


a Conſt ir, 
” 7 Rn 
6.23. 
29. ' 
b Epiſt a4 
Philagel. . 
c Al Au- 


* St; Theophilus, fourth Biſhop of Antioch 13.1.2. 


H afrer 
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a Ate after Jowatias ; * Athenagoras, and * Tati. 
nag legat. ang,- Scholars to Fuſtin Martyr. In the 


Chriſt. k 
oo _ Third, * Clemens Alexandrinus, Tutor to 


zeſ. Origen, and * Minutivs Felix, a Chriſtian 


fDe5Y99 Orator. In the Fourth, * Ewſebius, Bilbop 


pedeg.t.s. Of Ceſarea, * Fuvencus, 4 Spaniſh Prieſt, 
Fay Of k Macarius Egyprins, | St. Hilary, Biſhop of 
v0 Dem, Poitiers, * Optatus, Biſhop of Milevis, * Ex- 


Evan.l 1. ſebigs Emiſſenus, * Gregorins NazianZzenns, 


-Ipiag . y Cyrillus Alexandrinus, * Epi banins Salami- 


i Fuv. de wenfis, * St Hierom, © Theophilus Alexanart 
miſe 1s BBS and * Gaudentins, Biſhop of Brixia. In 
p98 4 the Fifth, » Sedalius, a Scotch Prieſt, * Gen 
Hom. 37. nadjius Maſſilienſis, and 7 Fanſtus, Biſhop ot 


pope Regium. In the Sixth, * Fulgentius Africanus, 
mn Contra * Victor Antiochenus, * Primaſius Biſhop, 
Parm.l.3. and © Procopius Gazeus, 1n the Seventh, * He- 


n Hom. de F YM 
Corp. Chr. ſychins, Prieſt in Feruſalem, and © Maximns, 


oOrat, Abbot of Conſtantinople, In the Eighth, 


fue.GOS* © Fohawnes Damaſcenus, In the Ninth, 5 N+#- 


p In Foh. ; ; 
L.a.css. cephorus the Patriarch, and * Hinemaru 


—_— Archbiſhop of Rhemes. Laſtly 1n the 
, Tenth, * Falbert Biſhop of Chartres. And 


r Contra 
Fvin. to compleatall; to theſe fingle Fathers, 


inFer\'s 5 R 
in par, WE Way add whole Councils of them, as 


26. 

i Epiſt. Paſch.2 t Gaud. in Exd 2. vIn Epiſt. $t Paul. x De Dog. 
Eccl. c.25- y Homil. *. in Epiph 7 De fide cap 16. & Epiſt. ad Fer- 
rand, a Com. in Math ':. b In Fiſt. al Cor. cIn Gen,-9 d In 
Lewvit.1.6. e In Hierarch Dion. fDe fide Orthod, g De Cherub Cc. 6, 
h In vita $, Remig. LEpiſi, ad Adeodat- 


that 
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' that of * Ancyra, of ' Neveſarea; * 41-314. Cav.z. 


I A. eodem. Can, 13. 
and beſides the firſt of = Nze  HAELEES 


which 1 have mentioned, that of n 4.354. Can.zs. 


* Laodices, Of * (arthage, of » Orle- 


0 A.397.Can.14. 
p A $41. Can.gq. 


#ns, the fourth of « Toledo,that of q 4.533. can.17. 


r Bracara, the fixteenth of © To- : Hon» Can-s, 


ledo, and that of * Conſtantinople in "4551. Can.32. 


Trullo. Out of all theſe appears 
moſt certain, that the infe&ion of the 
Dorine of Tranſubſtantiation was not 
yet ſpread over the Chriſtian world z bur 
that the ſound Doctrine of the Body and 
Bloud of Chrift, and of their true (yer 
ſpiritual not carnal ) Preſence in the Eu- 
chariſt, with the Elements, ſtill the ſame 
in ſubſtance after Conſecration, was eve- 
ry where owned and maintained. And 
though the Fathers uſed both ways of 
ſpeaking (that is, that the Bread and 
Wine are the true Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, and that their ſubſtance fill re- 
maining, they are Signs, Types, Reſem- 
blances, and Pledges of them ; Images, 
Figures, Similicudes, Repreſentations, 
and Samplers of them, ) yet there was no 
cantrariety or diverſity in the ſenſe For 
they were not ſo Faithleſs as to believe 
that theſe are only naturall Elements, or 
bare Signs ; and they were not of ſo groſs 
and fo dull an apprehenſion, as not to 
Ft 2 diftin- 
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diſtinguiſh betwixt the Sacramental and 
Myſtick, and the carnal and natural pre- 


'ſence of Chriſt; as it is now maintained 


by the Patrons of Tranſubſtantiation, For 
in this they underſtood no other change 
than that which is common to all Sacra- 
ments, whereby the outward natural part 
is ſaid co be changed into the inward and 
divine, only becauſe it repreſents it truly 
and efficaciouſly, and makes all worthy 
Receivers partakers thereof ; and becauſe 
by the vertue of the Holy Spirit, and of 
Chriſt's holy inſtitution, the Elements 
obtain thoſe divine Excellencies and Pre- 
rogatives, which they cannot have of 
their own nature, And this is it which 
was taught and believed,for above a thou- 
ſand years together, by pious and lear- 
ned Antiquity, concerning this moſt holy 
Myſtery. 

2. There are alſo ſome other things 
whereby we may underſtand that the An- 


cients did not belief Tranſubtantiation, or 


that the preſence of the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſt is ſo inſeparably tyed to the 
accidents of Bread and Wine, that Chriſt 
muſt needs be preſent as long as thoſe acci- 
dents retain any reſemblance of Bread 
and Wine. even when they are not put ro 


that uſe appointed by divine inſtitution. 
For 


=, _—_ kk — aa _ — nd from, Dd FP pct FLY kn: fo We I ——_—OR —_ PI PR? Ek 
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For itis certain, that it was the cuſtom of 

many of the Ancients 7 bury ,,,. wir. 
what remained of the Bread and Wine  cap.8. A.D.600, 
after the Comunion was endetl, And ; 

R . Concil, Avregl. Speln. 
who can believe that any Chri- ;;.4,c,mm inc cs 
ſtian ſhould dare or be willing to qui Bderitulum pre- 
burn his Lord and Saviour, in {77 00 
Body and Bloud, though it were 71444 4.9.97. 
never ſo much in his power ? 

Doubtleſs it would have been as horrid 

and deteſtable an ation as was that of the 
perfidious Jews, for Chriſtians, if they 
believed Tranſubſtantiation, to burn thar 

very natural body which the Jews Cruci. 

fied, and which was born of the Virgin 

Mary. Therefore thoſe Chriſtians who 

uſed anciently toburn thoſe fragments of 

the Bread, and remains of the Wine, 

which were not ſpent in the celebration 

of the Sacrament, were far enough ſrom 
holding the preſent Faith and Doctrine of 

Rome, The ſame appears further by the 
penalty threatned by the Canon to every 
Clergy-man, by whoſe negleft a Mouſe or any Conc. Are 
other (reature ſhould eat the Sacrifice, ( that 1-3. Ci 
is, the Conſecrated Bread, ) And who {{49” 
but an Idiot, a man deprived of his rea- Conſecr. | 
ſon, could ever believe that the natural 4 *- 

, As, D.649, 
Body of Chriſt can be gnawed and even 
eatenby Rats, or any brute Creatpres? 


H 3 This 


102 


The Hiſtory 


This ſorely perplext the firſt maintainers. 


of Tranſubſtantiatiovy, who would invent 
any thing, rather than own it poſſible, 
well knowing how abominable it is, and 
now diſhonourable to Chriſtian Religion, 


Yer this is not inconſiſtent with the now 


Roman Faith, nay, it neceſſarily follows 
from the Tenet of Tranſubftantiation that 
the Body of Chriſt may be in the 


© Hlex. Aef. tid. 4. belly of a Mouſe * under the ac- 
5-45- ®.-44*+& cidents of Bread, And the con- 


q-53-M. 3, eſezyH ay : 
Thom. in 3.q.80.47t.3. trary opinion is not only diſown- 
at ed now by the Papiſts, but under 
b Greg.XL.in direfor. P21n of Excommunication for- 


Inquiſ.p.1.n. is. & bidden by the * Pope ever to be 


C 


«9.19. 


P 
cPaſq diſp.195.in 3. 


V1 
Go 


owned ; ſo that they muſt believe 
as an Article of Faith ©, what is 
moſt abhorrent to Faich. 


3. But yet at laſt, let us ſee what props ' 


theſe new builders pretend to borrow from 
Antiquity to uphold their Caſtle in the 
air, Tranſubſtantiation. T hey uſe indeed to 
ſcrape together many Teſtimonies of the 
Fathers of the firſt and middle age, where- 
by they would fain prove, that thoſe 
Fathers believed and taught the Tra»ſub- 
ſtantiation of the Bread and Wine into the 
natural Body and Bloud of Chriſt, juſt as 
the Roman Charch, at this day, doth 
teach and believe. We will therefore 
OS —-- : briefly 
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briefly !examine them, that it may-yet 
more fully appear that Antiquity and all 
Fathers did not in the leaſt favour the new 
Tenet of Tranſubſtantiation;but that,thar 
true Dodrin which I have ſer down 1n the 
begining of this book, was conſtantly own- 
ed and preſerved.in the Church of Chriſt. 
4- Now, almoſt all that they produce . 
out of the Fathers will be conveniently 
reduced to certain heads,that we may not 
be too tedious in anſwering each teſtimo- 
ny by itſelf. | 24454 25,2 
5- To the firſt head belong thoſe * that 4 Aniver 
call the Euchariſt the Body and Bloud of org 
Chriſt. But I anſwer,thoſe Fathers explain our of 
themſelves in many places, and interpret 1977s: 
thoſe their expreſſions 'in; ſuch a.manner, G7e.Nz. 
that they muſt be underſtood in a Myſtick St Hir- 
and ſpiritual ſenſe, in that Sacraments CO 
uſually take the names of thoſe things thers. 
they repreſent, becauſe .of that reſem- 
blance which they have with them + * zo? < Pe Con- 
by the reality of the thing, but by the fignifica- Fr, * 
tion of the Myſtery, as we have ſhewn be- 
fore out of St. Au/tiz and others; For no 
body can deny, but that the things that 
are ſeen are ſigns and figures, and thoſe 
that are not ſeen, the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt: And that therefore the nature of 
this myſtery is ſuch, that when we receive 
H 4 the 
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the Bread and Wine, we alſo together 
with them receive at the ſame time the bo. 


dy and Bloud of Chriſt, which in the cele-. 


bration of the holy Euchariſt,are as truly 
given as they are repreſented, Hence came 
into the Church this manner of ſpeaking, 

the Confecrated Bread is Chriſts Body. 
ths 6. We put in the ſecond rank thoſe 
fwerto places that ſay, that the Biſhops and 
the pr09Þ+ Prieſts make the body of Chriſt with the 
St. Hicr, ſacred words of their mouth, as St. Hie- 
—_ Fe '088 ſpeaks in his Epiſtle to Heliodorws, and 
«d Evag. St» Ambroſe and others. To this I ſay, rhat 
*s, & at the prayer and bleiling of the Prieſt, 
pers the common Bread is made Sacramental 
7rir.c.9, bread, which, when broken and eaten is 
_ the Communion of the body of Chriſt, and 
| therefore may. well be called ſo,Sacramen- 
tally. For the bread ( as I have often ſaid 
before )- doth not only. repreſent the body 
of our Lord, but alſo being received, we 
are truly made partakers of that precious 
£9.%5..4 body.For ſo ſaith'S. Hier. The body and blond of 
Ev'ss Chriſt t made at the Prayer of the Prieſt,that is, 
by the Element is ſo qualified that þeing re- 
ceived it becomes the Communion of the 


Body and Bloud of Chriſt, whichit could 


not without the preceding Prayers. The 


mp Greeks call this,To prepare and to conſecrate the 
tx $:.2at, Body of the Lord, ASS.Chryſeſtarm ſaith well, 
EET =: 0 i b. SHLIE: * 


Theſe 


of 'Tranſubſtantiation. 
Theſe are not the works of mans power, but ſill 
the operation of him, who made them in the laſt 
Supper 5 44 for ws, we are only Miniſters, but 
he it ts that ſanitifies and changeth them. 
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7- In the third place, tro what is An An2 


{wer to 
what is 


the converſion, change, tranſmutation, cited our 


brought. our of the Fathers, concerning 


transfiguration, and tranſelementation of 


conſequence, Tranſubſtantiation being 


O 


St.Cyp. 


Ambroſe, 


the Bread and Wine in the Euchariſt, both the 
( wherein the- Papiſts do greatly glory, Qs 
boaſting of the conſent of Antiquity with 6,74, 
them; ) I anſwer that there is no ſuch & «tio- 


r 


un. 


another. ſpecies of change, the enumera. - 


tion was not full, for it doth not follow, 
that becauſe thereis a converſion, a tranſ(- 


mutation, a | tranſelementation, there. 


ſhould be. alſo a Tranſubſtantiation ; 
which the Fathers never ſo much as men- 
tioned, For becauſe this is a Sacrament, 
the change muſt ,be underſtood to be Sa- 
cramental alſo, whereby common Bread 
2nd Wine become the Sacrament of the 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt, which could 
not be did not the ſubſtance of the Bread 
and Wine remain, for a Sacrament con- 


| fiſteth of two parts,. an earthly and a hea- 


yenly. And ſo becauſe ordinary Bread is 
changed by conſecration into a Bread 
which is no more of common uſe, bur 
| 2 appointed 
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appointed by divine inſtitution to be a Sa. 
cramental ſign whereby is repreſented the 
Body of Chriſt, in whom dwelleth the 
fulneſs of the Godhead bodily; and be- 
ing thereby dignified, having great ex- 
cellencies ſuperadded, and ſo made what 
it was not before, it is therefore ſaid by 
ſome of the Fathers to be changed, to be 
made another thing. And truly that 
change is great and ſupernatural, but yet 
not ſubſtantial, not of a ſubſtance which 
ſubſtantially ceaſeth ro be, into anothe! 
ſubſtance which ſubſtantially beginneth 
to be, butiris a change of ſtare and con- 
dition which alters not the natural pro. 
perties of the Element, This 1s alſo con- 
firmed by Scripture, which uſually de- 
ſcribes and repreſents the converſion of 
men, and the ſupernatural change of 
things, as though it were natural, ehough 
it benot (9, Sothoſe that are renewed by 


the Word, and Spirit,and Faith of Chriſt, |; 
. are ſaid to be * regenerated, converted, 


and transformed, to put: off the old man, 


-. 4. and put on the new man, and tobe new 


Creatures ; but they are not ſaid to be- 


* come another ſubſtance, to be tranſub- 


ſtantiated : For men thus converted have 
ſtill the ſame humane body, and the ſame 


rational ſoul as before, though in a far}' 


better 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
hetter ſtate and condition, as every Chri- 
ftian will acknowledge. Nay, the Fathers 


themſelves uſe thoſe words, Tranſmutari- 
on, Transformation, Tranſelementati- 


ons, upon other occaſions, when they 
ſpeak of things whoſe ſubſtance is neither 
loſt nor changed. For thoſe words be of 


ſo large a ſignification, thar though ſome- 


times a ſubſtantial change is to be under- 
ſtood by them, yet for the moſt part they 
fenifie only a moral change, a change of 
qualities, of condition, of office, of uſe, 
and the like. To this ſenſe they are uſed 
by the Greek Fathers, ( * Irene, * Cle- 
mens Alexandrinm, © Origene, * Cyril of Fe- 
ruſalem, * Baſil, * Gregory Naztanzen, * Gre- 
gory Nyſſene, * Cyril of Alexanavia, * Chryſo- 
fom,* Theodoret,Theophylatt,and Orcumenins, ) 
to expreſs the * Reſurrection of the Body, 
the efficacy » of divine Doctrine, the San- 
Rification of a < regenerated perſon, the 
immortality * of the fleſh after the Reſur- 
retion, the «© repentance of ſinners, the 
aſſumption of the humane nature in the 
Perſon of Chriſt, the s regeneration of 
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alren.l.5; 
Co 10, 

b Clem, 
Alex. I. 4. 
Strom. 

c Orig. 
Serm. 2. 18 
diveyſos. 
d Cyril. 
Hier. C4- 
tech. 18. 

e Baþil. 
exhort. a1 
Bapt. & 
S.Chry(. 
hom.5. de 
Pewentt, 


Greg. Nag. Orat 49. g Greg. Nyſſ. lib 2. contra Eunom. Hom. 1. de 
Reſur. Ep a1 Euſtath. Latin. & Ambvroſ. h Cyril. Alexand,  Epiſt. 
Paſch 6,7. & 14. i S, Chryſoft. Hom 23. in AF. Apoſt. Idem Hom. 33. in 
I1Cor, k Thiod. Dial, 2. Theoth. in Foch 6. & Occum in 1 Pet. 1. 


ali, 


Saints, 
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Saints,the * vertue of the djvine grace,the 
power of Baptiſm ', and the excellency of 
Charity,and laſtly the * alteration for the 
better, the greatneſs, uſefulneſs, power 
and dignity of many things, 


;"8 Crejcon, cap. 54, Neither are the Latine ' Fathers 
St. Ambr, de ft. without ſuch kind of expreſſions, 
congagg de Sacr.l. 4. for they donot make the conver: 
Fauſt. Reg. five Euſ, ſion of the Bread and Wine in 
Emiſſ. de Paſch55. the Euchariſt more eſſential or 


Facund. l 9. cult. 


m Contr 
Marc il. 3. 
C.9.24. 
&.26, 


De Carne 
Chriſti. 
caÞ 3+ 


ſubſtantial, chan in Baptiſm the 
converſion of man born again to a new 
life, or-(as they ſpeak) whoſe humane 
natural condition is changed into a nobler, 
a heavenly ſtate, which is a moral and 
myſtick change, and not natural orſub- 
ſtantial, The Ancienteſt of them, = Ter. 
zullian ſaid, That God had promiſed to man the 


, body and ſubſtance of Angels, and that men 


ſhould be transformed into Angels, as Angels 
have been transformed into men, Now, who 
would infer from hence, that Angels have 
been eſſentially changed into men or 
that humane bodies ſhould be ſo tranſ- 
formed intoan Angelical ſubſtance, that 
they ſhould be no longer men nor humane 
bodies, but properly and eſſentially An- 
oels * Which Tertullian himſelf is expreſly 
againſt, and ſaith, That Angels were | 
changed into men that ſlill they remained 

| Angels, 
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Anoels, without quitting their proper ſub- 
Janes As others Ts faken of _ piled 
in the Euchariſt, That it ſo becomes the body of 
Chriſt, that ſtill it # what it was, as St. am- 
broſe ; That it looſeth not its nature, AS Theo- 
diret ; that the ſubſtance of the Bread re- 
mains, as Gel/afiws affirms, And doubtleſs 
the ſame meant all the Ancients, who ac- 
cording to their way of ſpeaking ſaid any 
thing of the change of Bread and Wine. 
For all the Vouchers brought by the Pa- 
piſts ſpeak only of an accidental, myſtical, 
and moral ; nothing art all of a ſubſtanci- 
al change. Tranſubſtantiation is taken 
by its defenders for a material change of 
one ſubſtance into another ; we indeed 
allow a Tranſmutation of the Elements, 
but as for a ſubſtantial one we vainly ſeek 
forit, it is no where to be found. 

8, To the fourth head I refer what the ,ue: 
Fathers ſay of our touching and ſeeing to theTe2 
the Body of Chriſt, and drinking his — 
Bloud in the Sacrament, and thereto I ori. * 
anſwer, That we deny not bur that ſome (ex. and 
things Emphatical and even Hyperbolical 7: 
have been ſaid of the Sacrament by Chry- 
ſoſtome, and ſome others; and that thoſe 
things may eafily lead unwary men into 
error. That was the ancient Fathers care, 
as 1t 15 ours ſtii!, to inſtruct the people nor 
Ce) 


Suptring 
citatl. 


Serm.de 


Cen, Dom. 


a Hom. in 


Encen. 


bHom.8 2. 


in Mt. 


cLib. de 
Sacerd. 3. 


d Hom.51 
O& 83. in 


Mt. 


1 Cor. 
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to look barely on the outward Elements, 


bur in them to eye with their minds the 
Body and 2loud of Chrift, and with their 
hearts lift up to feed on that heavenly 
meat : For al] the benefit of a Sacrament 
iS loſt, if we look no farther than the 
Elements. Hence it is that thoſe holy 
men, the better ro teach this Leffon to 
their hearers, and move their hearts 
more efticaciouſly, ſpake of the Signs as 
it they had been the thing ſignified, and 
like Orators ſaid many things which wil 
not bear a litteral ſenſe, nor a ſtri& ex- 
amen. Such is this, of an uncertain Au- 
thor under the name of St. Cyprian, We art 


cloſe to the Croſs, we ſuck the bloud, ana ml 


put our tongues inthe very wounds of 0ur Rt- 
acemer, ſo that, both outwaraly and inward 
we are 'made red thereby. Such is that of 
* St. Chryſoftome, In the Sacrament the Blow 
i draws out ofthe ſide of Chriſt, the > Tongues 
mare bloudy with that wonderful bloud, Again, 
© Thou ſeeſt thy Lord ſacrificed, and the croud: 
ing multitude round about ſprinkled with by 
bloud ; he that fits above with the Father u « 
the ſame time in our hands, * Tho doſt ſee ani 


wit! 
fitti 
of ] 
thin 
acc 
wit] 
the 

tan 
con! 


touch and eat him. * For I do not ſhew thee ei of « 
e Hom.24. phey Angels or Archangels, but the Lord 0 ſons 
them himſelf. Again,* He incorporates us witihl plifi 


in Fob. him{clf as if we were bat the ſame thing, hall 
S3,40 Mat. 


maktil. 
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mekes us his body indeed, and ſuffers #s not on- 
h to ſee, but even to touch, to eat bim, and to 
put our teeth in hu fleſh ; ſo that by that food 
which he gives us, we become his fleſh, Such is 
that of- St, Auſtin, Let ws give thanks, not 
only that we are made Chriſtians, but alſo made 
(brift, Laſtly, ſuch is that of B., Zeo, 1» 
that myſtical diſtribution, it is given us to be 
made hy fleſb. Certainly,if any man would 
yrangle and take adyantage of theſe, he 
might thereby maintain, as well that we 
are Tranſubſtantiated into Chriſt, and 
Chrifts fleſh into the Bread, as that the 
Bread and Wine are Tranſubſtantiated into 
his Body and Bloud, But Proteſtants who 
ſcorn to play the Sophiſters, interpret 
kr (theſe and the like paſſages of the Fathers, 
rdhvich candour and ingenuity, (as it is moſt 
rt offifitting they ſhould, ) For the expreſſions 
lawifof Preachers, which often have ſome- 
&ithing of a' Paradox, muſt not be taken 
in, Jaccording to that harſher ſound where- 
ad-{ with they at firſt ſtrike the Audirors ears ; 
 ti[the Fathers ſpake not of any Tranſub- 
; «Rantiated bread, but of the myſtical and 
ani conſecrated, when they uſed thoſe ſorts 
ee-fof expreſſions ; and that for theſe Rea- 
4 off fons : 1. Thar they might excoll and am- 
yithplifie the dignity of this Myſtery, which 
hall crue Chriſtians acknowledge to be 
akel] very 


ts, 
the 
ex 
nly 
ent 
the 
oly 

to 
Lrts 
3 4 
1nd 
vill 
EX» 
\u- 
art 
| we 


IIL 


in Fob, 
Epiſt.23. 


I1l2 


The Hiſtory . 
very great and peerleſs. 2. Thar: Coin: 
municants might not reſt in the outward 
Elements, but ſeriouſly conſider the thing 
repreſented, whereof they are moſt cer. 
tainly made partakers, if they be worthy 
Receivers. 3. And laſtly, That they 
might approach ſo great a Myſtery with 
the more zeal, reverence, and devotion, 
And that thoſe Hyperbolick expreſſions 
are thus to be underſtood, the Fathers 
themſelves teach clearly enough; when 
they come to interpret them, 

9. Laſtly, Being the ſame holy Fathers 
who ( as the manner is to diſcourſe of Sa- 
craments) ſpeak ſometimes of the Bread 
and Wine in the Lords Supper, as if they 
were the very Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 
do alſo very often call them Types, Ele 
ments, Signs, the Figure of the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt, from hence it appears nar 
moſt manifeſtly that they were of the nip 
Proteſtants, and not of the Papiſts opi- | tib/ 
nion, For we can without prejudice to al a 
what we believe of the Sacrament, uſe] Bod 
thoſe former expreſſions which the Papiſts| eſp, 
believe, do moſt favour them, if they be] whi 
underſtood, as they ought ro be, Sacra- | Hut 
mentally. But the Jatter none can uſe; yen 
bur he muſt thereby overthrow the ground- reac 
ieſs Docrine of Franſubſtantiation theſe F 
70; 


SO Run oo 


of TranſubRantlation. 


two; the Bread is Tranſubſtanriated ifits 


the Body, and the Bread alſois the Type, 


the Sign, the Figure of the body of Chriſt 
being. wholly inconſiſtent, For it is im- 
poſfivle that a thing that loſeth irs being 
ſhould yer be the ſign and repreſentation 
of another, neither can any. thing be the 
Type and the Sign of it ſelf. FE Fe 
- 2o. But if without admitting of a Sa- 
cramental ſenſe the words be uſed too 
rigorouſly, nothing but this will follow, 
that the Bread and Wine are really and 
properly the very Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, which they themſelves diſown; 


that bold Tranſubſtantiation. Therefore - 


in this change, it is not a newnelſs of ſub- 
ſtance, -but of uſe and vertue that is pro- 


| duceds which yet the Fathers acknow- 


ledged with us, to be wonderful, ſuper- 
natural, and proper only to Gods Om- 
nipotency : For that earthly and corrup- 
tible meat cannot become to us a ſpiritu- 
al and heavenly, the Commnnion of the 


Body and Bloud of Chriſt, without Gods 


eſpecial power and operation, And 
whereas it is far above Philoſophy and 
Humane Reaſon, that Chriſt from Hea- 


| ven ( where alone he is locally ) ſhould 
-| reach down tous the divine vertne of his 


Fleſb, fo that we are made one body wittt 
| 3 hirr; 


» 
\ 
* -» 
L1 
. 


Lib.2.0 


4» 
A $ef.1. 
uſque ad ' 
13. 


Anſwer 
to ſingle 
teſtimon 
of Fa. 
thers, 
Dral.;.ex 
Ep. 5, Ig 
mat. 


”- "= * a T hk 
*. " . y % #X 
d : 
S K 8 \ ; % 
\ + I) A ”Y : [7 VS :%\ 
_— ty % " Ks 3g 
- - " 


him; therefore it is as neceſſary 4s it-id | 


reaſonable,that'the Fathers ſhould tell us, 
that we ought. with: ſingleneſs of heart-to 
believe the Son -of God, when, he ſaiths 
Fhs # my body y-and that, we onght-notito 
meaſure this high: and holy CO 
our narrow conceptions, or by the conr 

of nature. For it is more. acceptable; 19 
God -with an-humble ſimplicity :of faith 
to xeverence and embrace the words of 
Chriſt, than to. wreſt them violently toa 
ſtrange and- improper ſenſe, and with 
curioſity and- preſumptian-/ to determine 


what exceeds the capacity of Men' and 


Angels, Thus much in general may ſuffice 
to-anfwer thoſe places of. the Fathers, 


which are uſually brought.in the behalf of 
| Tranſubſtantiation., He that would have 


a. Jarger refatation of thoſe obje&ions. 
fetcht from Antiquity, may read Hoſpiai- 
anm his Hiſtory of the Sacrament, and 
Antonius de Dowins in his. Fifth Book of 
the Chriſtian, Commonwealth, Chap. 6. 
and in his deteCtion of the errors of Suarez, 
Chap. 2. G ' 

11. That place of jnatiw cited by: 
Theodoret, out of the Epiſtle to the Smyr- 
menſes ( where now it is not to be found ) 
and objected by fome of the Romiſh Faith, 
That the .Hereticks Simoniani and m— an- 

| ; rianl 


» 


| driani would have to Euthas} 


of 'Trinſubſuitidtion; 
lvl bln, 
becauſe they denied the Sacrament to be the ffs 
of our Saviour Feſia Chrift, makes nothing 
for Tranſubſtantiation, as Zellirmine him- 


ſelf coafeſſeth, ror (ſaith he ) thoſe Here- De Euch, 
8.3. 


ticks did not oppoſe the Sacrament of the Ens 
charift, fo muth 4s the myſtery of the Incarma- 
tion ; aud therefore ( a5 Ignatins ſhews in that 
place) they woald deny that the Encharift # the 


fefh of Chriſt;* that #, ( as Theodoret izter- piu.z. | 


prets it ) that the divine Myſteries of Bread 
aid Vine ſhoald be the flgns of « real Body of 

Chriſt truly exiſting, becanſt they would: nos 
own that Chrift' bad taken fb And ſoleft 
they ſhonld be:forced to acknowledge the 
reality of rhefleſh of Chrift, : they wonld 
wholly reje& the Signs 2nd Sacraments of 
its for'the fignsof the body-being given, 
the true body i5 given alfo, becauſe the 
ſubſtance and the type infer one another, 
and a Phantaſm ors 11loſtoh is notcapable 
of a figh or repreſentation. * Fn Ol 


12: The words out of Fuſtin Martyr, Apit.z. ad 
whereby they would prove Tranſubſtan. 4” #*#- 


tiation, do ſtrongly diſprove it. For ( ſaith 
he ) 4s by the word of God, 'oar Saviour wat = 
trcarmate, ſo by the Prayers of Gods word, the 


Encharift is made, whereby our bodies are nou- 


riſhed, the Body and Blond of Chrifft, Now 
when Chriſt took humane fleſh, none 
I 2 could 
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could ſay without Herefie that he was 
Tranſubſtantiated, 


I;. Neither is that againſt the Prote-. 


ſtants which is brought out of St, Cypries, 
( though ic be none. of his ) of the bread 


changed not in appearance, but in nature, For 


he, whoever .t was, took not the word 
nature ina ſtrict ſenſe, or elſe he was con- 


trary ' to Theodoret, Gelafins, and others. 


above- mentioned, who expreſly deny that 
the bread ſhould be thus changed : But at 
large, as nature is taken for uſe, quali- 
ties, and condition, For by the infinite 
power of the: Word the nature of the 
bread is ſo changed, that what was before 
a bare Element, becomes now a divine 
Sacrament, but'without any FTranſubſtan- 


tiations as appears by what follows in 


the ſame period, 'of the Humane and Divine 
Natures of Chriſt, where the Manhood is 
not ſubſtantially changed into the God- 


head, except we. will follow Eatxches the 


Heretick, 


14. The words of Cyril, as the Roman 


Doctors fay, are ſo clear for them, that 
they admit of no evaſion: For (ſaith he) 
be that changed once the water into Wine, u he 
not worthy to be believed that he changed the 
wine into Bloud ? Therefore let us with all cer- 
tainty receive the Body and Bloud of Chriſt , for 
| hs 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 
his Body nnder the appearance of the read, 
and his Bloud under the appearance of the Wine 


are given to thee, Indeed Proteſtants do ——_— 
freely grant, and firmly believe, that the j;as. 


Wine ( as hath often been ſaid ) is chan- 


. ged into the Bloud of Chriſt, but every 
change is not a Tranſubſtantiation ; . nei- 


ther doth Cyril ſay that this change is like 
that of the water, for then it would alſo 
—_ to our ſenſes; but that he who 
changed the Water ſenſibly, can alſo 
change the Wine Sacramentally, will not 
be doubted by any. As for what he calls 
the Appearances of Bread and Wine, he 


doth not thereby exclude, but rather in- 
clude their ſubſtance, and mean the Bread 


and Wine it ſelf : For ſo he intimates by 
what there follows ; Do not hook on them «s 
bare Bread and Wine z as much as to ſay, it 
is bread indeed, but yet not bare bread, 
bur ſomething beſides. But that this con- 
verſion of the Water into Wine makes 


| "nothing for Tranſubſtantiation, may be ' 


thus made to appear, That Gods Omni- 
potency can change one ſubſtance into - 
another, none will deny, and we ſee it 
done by Chriſt in 'the Town of Cexz of 
Galilee, when he changed the Water into 
Wine; andit was a true and proper Tran- 


ſubſtantiation, Bur the Papiſts in the 


I 3 Lords 


uns 


The Hiſtory 
Lords Supper tell us of quite anothey 


change, which, if well confidered, can- 


not ſo much as be underſtqod, For the ſub- 


ſtance of the Bread is not changed into 


| another that had no being, but,as they day, 


the bread is changed into that body of 
Chriſt which really exiſted and had a-be- 


ing theſe many handred years, ever fince 


the Incarnation: Whereas that very 
Wine which Cheiſt made of the. Water, 
was not in being before the change which 
he wrought, Now it is [ezfie for any to 
underſtand, that he who created all things 
out of nothing, can well make a new 
Wine of Warer, or any other thing z but 
itis more than, abſurd, that-the body. of 
Chriſt, or any other 'fubſtance already in 
being, perfe&t and complete, ſhould be 
made afreſh of another ſubſtance, when it 
really ſubſiſted before. Which they well 
underſtood who deviſed an adduction, or 
bringing of: the Body of Chriſt into the 
place of the Bread, and that is as much as 
trodeny Tranſubſtantiation; except it c8n 


be ſaid thatamanis Tranſubſtantiafed jn- 


 toanother, as often as he comes into his 


a 
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place, which no man in his right wits can 


ncy. —- 
15. St. Ambroſe ſaid alſo that the nature #4 
changed, and indeed it is ſos for other . 
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of Treanſubſtanfiation. 
the nature ofthe Element; and other 
"that ofi the: Saczament-+ neither do Pro- 
teſtants deny: that the Element # changed by 
ee bleſſing, ſo that the bread being made 
ſacred,” s wo more that which nature formed, 
bit that which the Bleſſing conſecrated, and by 
conſecrating changed. Mean while St, Am- 
broſe in that place doth not make the words 
or Bleſſing of "Chriſt to have any other 
operation, than to make that which was, 
ſill to be, and yet to be changed ,; there- 
fore the bread is not made the body of 
Chriſt by Tranſubſtantiation, but by- a 
Sacramental change. He adds, That Sacra- 
ment which thru recerveſt is made by the word 
of Chriſt , and if the word of Elias had ſomuch 
power as to bring down fire 'from' heaven, ſhall 
not the words of (hriſt be efficacioms enough to 
change the properties of the Elements ?. Thou 
haſt read of rhe Creation of all things, that he 
ſaid the word and it was done ; and ſhall not that 
word of Chrift, which mage all out of nothing, 
change that which # already into that which it 
was not ?f Thou thy ſelf wert, but wert the old 
man, but being baptized, thou art wow be- 
come 4 new Creature ? Now it is 44 much to give 
4 new nature, as to change the nature of 4 
thing. By theſe words he plainly declares 
his opinion that, by vertue of this 


change, the Elements of Bread and Wine 
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ceaſe not tobe what they are by eſſence, 
and yet by the Conſecration are wade 
what before they were not. But where 
did our Tranſubſtantiators learn out of 
St. Ambroſe, or ahy of the Fathers, that 
to make the Sacrament is the ſame as to 


| bring the natural body of Chrift, and put 


Bell loco 
ettato. 


Lib,:. de 
Euth, 6.9. 


it under the accidents of the bread, orin 
the place of its ſubſtance which is vaniſht 
away ? They ſay, That the compariſon bee 
twixt the things changed by Chriſt and the Pro- 
phet wonld be filly, if there be no more than i 
Sacramental change in the Enchariftly, as 
though the Sacramental change were a 
thing of noughrt. For (ſaith Cardinal Zel- 
larmine ) what power # there reguired to do 
pothing ? But Proteſtants anſwer, that the 
Greatneſs, Majeſty, Excellency, and 
Dignity of the Sacrament is ſuch, thar 
they admire ng leſs the Omnipotency of 
God in ſanGifying the Creatures to ſo 


high an office, and ſo holy an uſe, thanin 
creating the world out of nothing, or 


changing the nature of things by the Mi- 
niſtry of his Prophets. For it is not by 
mans power, but by the divine vertue, 


that things earthly and mean of them-- 


ſelves, are made to us aſſured Pledges of 
the Body and. Blond of Chriſt. And if 
they urge the Letter of thoſe ome of 


my 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. | 

St. Ambroſe, By the word of _(hrift the ſpecies 
of the Elements are changed," as Bellarmme 
and others do, why then, they muſt con- 


feſs, that not only the ſubſtance, but alſs 
the ſpecies, or accidents - { as they call 


them ) of. the Bread and. Wine, are 


changed into the Body and Bloud . of 
Chriſt. And ſo, being St. Ambroſe and all 
the Ancients ſaid indifferently, as well 
that the ſpecies of the Bread and Wine, 
25that the Bread and Wine themſelves 
are changed, who will- not from hence 
underſtand that the groundleſs Fabrick of 
Tranſubſtantiation ( whereby they would 
have the ſubſtance of the Elements ſo 
aboliſhed in the Sacrament, that their 
neer accidents or appearances remain 
without any ſubj-& ) is ſtrongly battered 
and utterly ruined _. 

16, All other Teſtimonies of the Fa- 
thers, if they lay that rhe Bread « made the 
Body of chriff are willingly owned by Pro- 
teſtants. For they hold that the Element 
eannot become a Sacrament, nor the Sa- 
crament have a being without the thing 
which it repreſents. For the Cardinal 


Chriſt is produced our of the Pread, This 
5 therefore what we ſay with St. Juſtin, 
and endeayour to prove by all means, 
| That 
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himſelf will not affirm that the Bodv of De Con- 


jecr.diſt.2 
6.hoc eft. 


That the Sacrifice of the Enthariff #8 made if 


two things, the oxfible Element, © and the invi | 


ſible. Pleſb: and . Blond: of Chriſt, as: the Perſag 
of Chriſt conſiſteth of the ' Godhead and Man 
hood,” he being trut- God and true Man ; fu 
every. compound retains the nature of: thh 
whereof it is made : Now the Sacrament is com 
poſed of two things, the Sign, and the ebing 
henified, that u the Body of Chriſte -- © | 

17. Let the Champions: of Tranſub- 


ſtantiation ſtrut. and vaporr now, with 


2Cerd- their two and thirty ſtout Seconds, * who 
ellar. de ; 
Euch1.3, have ſtood for them, as they ſay, before 


c.:0.3.v. thetimeof Pope 7nnccent the Third ! For 


bEx'3 what » Iyxocert the Third decreed, and 


© 1 the Council of Trex; * defined, ( that it we 


& fid 
cabel.c.x ever the perſwaſion of the Catholick Church,thit 


: _ '3* the Bread is ſo changed into the Body of Chrif, 
that the ſubſtance of the bread vaniſhing away, 
only the fleſh of Chrift ſhould remain under the 
accidents of the bread, ) is (0 far from being 
true, that the Dodrine of Pranſubſtan- 
tiation, not only as to the name, bur as 


dLib.3. to the thing it ſelf, is wholly deſtitute of 


contr. Hee LS 
reſ-11n- the Patronage of Antiquity, and left to 


er ul. ſhife for it ſelf, * Alphonſas 4 Caſtro ſaid, 
medeſt.de that inancient Writers mention was made 
Fejuit. yery ſeldom of Tranſubſtantiation ; hal 
Wa he ſaid never, it had been more true. For 
- > ſoour Feſuites * in Exz/and confeſſed, T - 
art-4, the 


[ 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 12} 
e of | the buſineſs of Tranſubſtantiation was -nat ſo = 
W- | much 45 toncht by the ancient Fathers ; which 

rf | is very true, as will appear more at large 

as | inthe following Chapter. 


0s ; O 4 CHAP. VII. oy "ot 
'my of the Writers of the Eleventh and Twelfth 


ab-| | Century, from whom we may eaſily deduce 
ith} . andtrace the Hiſtory of Papal Tranſub- 
hoy ſtantiation. 1. What manner of Popes 
 they-were in thoſe times. 2. The unbap- 
nll + £7 4ze, wherem Divines were divided 
well. about the Point of the Euchariſt. 3.The 
hal opinion of Fulbertus. 4. Followed by 
ml bis Diſciple Berengarius, who # op- 
b4 poſed by others. 5, 6. The Doftrme 
ng] of Berengarius defended. 7. The 
n-| roaring of Leo the Ninth againſt Be- 
p rengarius, $8. The Synod of Tours 
oft | as | ; 
under Vitor the Second, which 
id, | Cleared Berengarius as free from 
del Error, 9, Pope Nicolas the Second, 
all gathers another Synod againſt Beren- 
_ garius, who # forced to make a won- 
hel | drous 
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Aithors of the ordinary Gloſs cenſure 


us. 11. He ſaith that he was violenth 
compelled to make it for fear of being put 
to death. Lanfrancus and Guitmun- 
dus write- againſt him. 12. Of Pope 
Hildebrand, and h#s Roman Comnct, 
wherein Berengarius was again cited 
and condenmed in vain. 1.3. The Do- 


frine of St.Bernard approved. 1 4.Th | 


Opinion of Rupertus. 15. Lombard 
could define nothing of the Tranſub- 


| ſtantiation of the Bread, and rea 
ſons poorly upon the independency 0 


the accidents, 16. Otho Frilingenſis 
and thoſe of his time confeſt that the 
Bread and Wine remam in the Eucha- 
riſt. 17. P. Bleſenfis and St. Edu- 


enſ1s were the firſt that ufed the word | 
of "Tranſubſtantiation. 18. Of the 
thirteenth Century, wherein Pope Inno- 


cent the Third publiſhed his Decree of 
the Tranſubſtantiation of the Bread and 


Wme || 


' 'drous kind of Recantation. 10. Th 


© the Recantation impoſed on Berengari-| 


| 
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of 'Tranſ! ubſtantiation. | 


Wine into the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. 
. 19,\ and 20. 'The,\wonderful pride of 
' Innocent. the Third. The Lateran 


Council- determined nothing- concerning 


that Point., -21.. The, cruelty of the 


ſame Tnnocent, who- by, the Rack and 
the Fire ſought to eſtabliſh his new 
Doftrine. 22. What Gerſon ſaid of 


the Roman Church in his. time. Many 
more Inventions proceed. from Tranſub- 
| ſtantiation. Inextricable and unheard of 


queſtions. 23.. New Orders of Monks. 


and of the School-men. _ . 2.4. Of their 


fine wr angling and diſputing. 25. The. 


Sacrament abuſed moſt grofly by the: 
Patrons ' of Tranſubſtantiation. © 26, 
and 27. Holkot, Aquinas, Alber- 
tus Magnus, and other Schoolmen, 


though ſometimes they be not for Tran- 


ſubſtantiation, yet they wholly ſubmit to 


' the Judgment of the Pope.' 2.8. Of the 


Council of Conſtance. which took the 


Cup from the Laity. 29. Cardinal 
Cameracenſis - denies that 'Tranſub- 


ſtantiation 
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73-1 
_.* Pantiation can be proved by Boly' Seyi. 
©" pluye, \'$0;"Of the Council: of Flo- 
'' TENCE, 4nd the- InſtruBtion of the Ar- 
oy menians byPy Engenius theFonrth, 


1. 'F he Papul CiirJe in the Conncil of 


þ I; rent,no# tobe feared: Tbs 
x __ Book.". \ - 
F E "ay ves] it befor, chat the 
\ Leproſie of Tranſubſtntiarion 
8id! not. hepiniro ſpread over. the body of 


the Church. in, a. thouſand years after 
Chriſt, Bur; at laſt the thouſand years be 


EFESIYY/ 


ry > Hen ms to mgaintsin = new- 
ſtarted opinion It is known'to ther that 
underſtand Hiſtory, what. . manner of 
- timies were then, and what were thoſe 
Biſhops who-then governed the Church 
of Rome, Sylveſter WM, John XTX, and XX, 
Sergia IV, Bemediffu VIll, Toby XXl, 
Beneditt Ix, Sylveſter III, Gregory VI, o 

maſut 


"IT FT 


of Tranfubſtantittion. = 


i | weſn IN, Zev' IN, Nicohes TE: Gregory NI, 


or Hildebrang.; who tore: to. pieces: the. 
Chusch- of: Rowe with grievous Schiſms, 


cruel Wars, and: great Slaughters, :::/For. 
ws Res var ve _ come” to that Carl. Ber. 
s, that.g00d men being put by, the Pg 
Toke Lifeaid Doqrine So on being pk 
oppreſſed, none could obrain that digniry,'S 45% 
but they thar' eould. bribe beſt, and were' cor. {ub 
moft ambitious.: 5. oo nit ſect 
2+ In that unhappy Age the Learned * © 
were. at odds: about. the 'preſence- of the 
Body of Chriſt in the'Sactament 5 ſome _ 
defending ithe: ancient Dodrine of : the 
Church, and -fome the: new-ſprung up. 
opmion;-:: : FED OIL ENESE 
!'3, ' FMbrr 19; Biſhop of ' Chattrres,; Was Fu- rulers 
tor to Befengariue, whom 'we ſhall foon Bib of 
have occaſion to:ſpeak' of, and his Do- 7,10. 
Qrine was altogether conformable: to that " 
of the Primitive Church, as appears 
clearly ont-:of his ' Epiſtle. to* Adevdativs, Ep. ad 
wherein he teacheth,” Thar rhe\ Myſtery of — 
Faith inthe Euchariſt, # not to be look? on with ejus opera 
our bodily eyes, but with the eyes of our mind, tg | 
For what appears outwardly Bread and Wine, © 1608, wy 
made inwardly: the Body' and Bloud of Chriſt ; 
nt" that which # taſted with the month, bat 


{that which s relſſyd by the hearts affetion, 
- [Therefore ( (aith he ) prepare the palate of thy 


Faith, 
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| after his death by ildebere Bithop of |' 


Gill. 
Malnf. 
& geſtic_ 
Regun 


Anglrum | 
tib.3 ” 


Faith, - open the throat of thy Hope, and inlerge 


the bowels of thy Charity, and take that Bread 
of life 'which #. the: food of the inward man, 
Again. The perception of « divine taſte pro- 
ceeds from the faith of the inward man, whilf 
by receiving the ſaving Sacrament, Chriſt s 
received. into the ſoul, All this is againſt 
thoſe who teach in too grols. a manner, 
thar Chriſt in this Myſtery enters carnally 
the mouth and ſtomach. of the Re 
cervers. | Ak 


4- Fulbert was followed by Berengarim | 


his Scholar, Archdeacon ' of Angers in 
Fraxce, a man of. great worth, by the ho- 
lineſs both of his life and doctrine, 25 
Platine, Vincentius Bergomenſis, and many 
more,: Witneſs this Encominm writ ſoon 


AMans, 2 moſt learned man; is thus record- 
ed by our williem of Melmibury, | 


That Berengarius who was ſo admired, 

Although his name yet lives, # now expired ; 

H out- lives himſelf, yet a ſad fatal day 

Him froms the Church and State did ſnatch 
. AW4)Y, | 


O dreadful dey,why didft thou play the Thief? 


And fill the world with ruine and withgrief? 
For by his death,the Church,the Laws, and al 
The Clergies glory do receive a fall : 


of Tranſubſtantiation kg 
ror Hi ſacred wiſdows 44 £00 great for fame, Fe 
| And the whole world's too little for his name x 
Which to its proper Zenith none can raiſe, 
Hi merits do ſo far exceed all praiſe. 
Then ſurely thos art bleſt, nor diſt this leſs 


' 3 —_— with thy Soul, Earth with thy Body 
w when I go hence, O may 1 dwell with thee, 
ly In thine appointed place where ere it bee 


Now this Berengarius Was not only Arch- 4.rbeve 
deacon of Argers,: but alſo the Scholafticuty ys pot 
or Maſter of the Chair, of the ſame 5... 


Church ( which dignity is ever enyozed by the yo Maſſ. 


p” Chancellor of the Univerſity, for his Office s in —_— 3 
oy $2146 Churches to teach the Clergy, and inſlrul® © 
on (14cm in ſound doitrine, ) All this I have pro- 


duced more at large to manifeſt the baſe 
and injurious Calumnies, caſt upon this 

orthy and famous man by latrer Wri-: 
ters, aS* Fohn Geretims of Lovein, * william bra 
len our Country-man, and others ; jrefcur. 
1; | ho nor only accuſe him of being an He- inEpif. 

? [retick, bur alſo a worthleſs and an unlear- 01,7, & 


;o, [ed man, | £10 
5+ Berengariu ſtood up valiantly in de-. > Henee 


{t fence of that Doctrine which 170 years.,,.c, 
/2 [Þcfore, was delivered our of Gods Word 

2nd the holy Fathers, in France by Ber- - 
am, and Fohs Erigene, and by others elſe- 

ITY k where, 


+» The Flftory | 

where, againſt thoſe who taught that in 
the Euchariſt neither Bread nor Wine re. 
mained after the Conſecration. Yet ke 
did not either believe or teach ( as many 
falſly and ſhameleſly have imputed to 
him.) that nothing more is received in the 
Lords Supper, but bare Signs only, or 
meer Bread .and Wine; but he believed 
and openly profeſt, as St. Au/tin and other 
faithful Doctors of the Church had 
* taught oat of Gods Word, that in this 
Myſtery, the ſouls of the Faithful are 
truly fed by the true Body and Bloud of 
- Chriſt to life eternal. Nevertheleſs ir 
was neither his mind nor his dodtrine, 
that the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine 
is reduced'to nothing, or changed into 
the ſubſtance of the natural Body. of 
Chrift, or ( as ſome then would have had 
the Church. believe ) that Chriſt himſelf 
comes down carnally from heaven, Intire 


books he wrote upon this ſubject, but 


they have: been wholly ſuppreſt . by his 
Enemies, and\now are not to be found, 
Yet what we have of him in his greateſt 
Enemy Lenfrauk I here ſer down , 2 the 


Conſecration at the Altar the Bread and win 4 


are made a Sacrament of Religion , not to ceaſt 
to be what they were, but to be changed imo 
fomething elſe, and to become what they were 
Is : wot, 


P? 


Se 0 eRaYSDS 


£1. 
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po) ; agreeable to what St; Ambroſe bad 
taught, Again, There are two pares in the 
Secrifice of the Church ( this is according to 
St, Irenawi ) the viſible Secrament, and the 
invifible thing of the Sacrament, that 44, the 
Body of Chriſt. Item, The Bread and Wine 
which ere Conſecrated, remain in their ſub- 
fance, having a reſemblance with that where- 
if they are 4 Sacrament, for elſe they could not 
be a Sccrament, Laſtly, Sacraments are 'viſi* 
ble Signs of divine things, but in them the 
inviſible things are howoured, All this.agrees 
well with St. 4ufti» and othee Fachers 
above cited. | | 

6. He did not therefore by this his 
Doerine exclude the Body of Chriſt from 
the Sacrament, but in its right admini- 
ftration © he joyned together the' thing 
fignified with the ſacred Signs and 
taught that the Body of Chriſt was not 
eaten with the. month in a_ carnal way, 
but with che Mind,: and Soul, and Spirit, 
Neither did Berengerius alone maintain 
this Orthodox and ancient Do-:* 


—F- 


ve % © 8 KR o5 


arine ; for * Sigthert, * illiem of 3 Chron. d Mireoedis 
eMalmecbury, * Matthew Paris, and 11, comin Bede: 
#eMetthew of weſtminſter make it © 1». biſt. majori af 
certain, that almoſt all the French,. rag) pes amt 
kalians, a»d4 Engliſh of thoſe times © | 
wert of the ſamie 0p1710 5 and that many. things 

| WA. were 


f3.2 The Fiſtory. 

" Baronad were ſaid, writ, and difÞuted inits defence by 
2*.*"35- many- men amongit whom was. Bram, | 
5-1-5. then Biſhop of the fame Church of Angers, | cc 

Now this greatly difpleaſerh the Papal] nc 
faction, who took great care that thoſe | nz 
mens Writings ſhould not be delivered to ga 
Poſterity,, and now do write, that the] an 
Doerine of Berengariw, owned by thef ris 
Fathers, and maintained by many famous | wl 
Nations, ſculkt only in ſome dark cornet || h3 
or other. -Br 
- 7. The firſt Pope who oppoſed himſelf C| 
yh peering tO Berengarius WAS Leo the * Ninth, a plain Þ| gu 
ſub Leone Man indeed, but too much led by Humbert | th: 
Pape > and Hildebrand. For as ſoon as he was de. | cet 
_ fired, fhe pronounced ſentence of Ex | alt 
cizczto, Communication againſt Berengarins abſent || gi1 
and unheard, and not long after he ca I an 
led a Council at 7erceil, wherein Fohs | 36 
wr Erigena and Berengarins * were condemned, || - 
zcoyears Upon this account, that they ſhould ſay, | tis 
args” that the Bread and Wine in the * Eucha. | N: 
thiemoſt Fiſt are only bare Signs ; which was far | mc 
inneccut from their thoughts, and farther yet from | cec 
P21 their belief, This roaring therefore of the | {er 
in Ep. d Lion frighted not Berengarias, nay, the | 4g 
Bereng. , | Gallican Churches did alſo oppoſe the | M3 
Ren. Ang Pope,” and his Synod of Yerceil, and the 
Leon,Dols defend with Berengarius the oppreſſed | je© 
& Maclo, truth, CE h 


OLA 
WE” 8.To Wa 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


- $8. To Leo ſucceeded Pope Viftor the Se- 4. 1055] 


cond, who ſeeing that: Berengerius could 
got be caſt Jown and cruſhe by the Fulmi- 
nations of his Predeceſlor, ſent: his Le- 
gate Hildebrand into ; France, and called 
another Council at Towrs, where Bereng 4- 
riw, being cited, did freely appear, and 
whence he was freely diſmiſt, after he 
had given it under his hand, that the 


-Bread and Wine in the Sacrifice of the 
Church, are not ſhadows and empty f- 


guress and that he: held none other, bur 
the common Dottrine of the Church con-+ 
cerning the Sacrament, For he did not 
alter his judgment ( as. modern Papilts 


give out )- but he perfiſted tro teach 
- | and maintain the ſame Dodcrine as before, 
a6 Lanfrenk complains of him. | 


Conc. Ta 
ron. ſub 
Vii. Papa 
IL, 


'. 9. Yet his Enemies would not reſt ſa- 4*'955. 


tisfied with this, but they urged Pope 


Con. Rom. 
ſub N60» 


Nicholas the Second, who (within a few #2411. 


months that Szephen the Tenth ſate ) ſuc- 
ceeded Yifor without the Emperours con- 
ſent, to. call a new Council at Rome 
againſt Berengerive,' For, that ſenſual 


| manner of preſence, by them deviſed, to 


the great diſhonour of Chriſt, being re- 
_— by Berengariws, and he teaching as 
he did before,” That the Body of Chriſt 
was not preſent in ſuch. a ſort, as thatit 


K 3 - might 
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might: be at pleaſure brought-ia and out, 


_ taken inco the ſtomach,caſt on theground, 


An. 1059. 


k DeRegn. 
Tal 1.9. 
A4n.1059, 
3 In Chro, 
Caſſn.1.3. 
$4330 


m Baron. 
ad A. 1059 
S 48. 


_ n Habetyr 


6% the Altar, are mt - after #he-Conſecr atrin 


trod nader foot, and bir or devoured. by 
any beaſts, they falfly charged him as if 
he had denied thatit is prefent at-al]. An 
hundred and thirteen Biſhops came to the 
Couricil; ro obey the Popes - Mandate, 
Berengarius came alfo ; Ad (as * Sigoniiu 
and Leo Oftienfis fay ) when noye preſem 
could withRand him, they ſent for one Albe 
ricts,” « Monk of .Mont Ciflin, made Cardi. 
nal by Pope Stephen, who having asked fe- 


ven days time; ito 'anſwer in” writing, 


bronght at laſt his Scroll againſt Berergs 
rims. The Reaſons and Arguments uſed 
therein to convince his Antagoniſt ar 
not now extant, but whatever they were, 
Berengarius Was commanded” -prefent| 
without any dehy * to recane; in that 
form preſcribed -and -appointed by Cardi: 
nal Humbert, which was thus :' * 7: Bereh- 
garius,-&5, efſent to the holy Romian, ail 
Apoſtolick See, and with my heart--and mouth 
do profeſs that 1 hold that Faith 'rwncerhing the 


Sacrament of the Lords Table whith our 'Lird 


and Venerable Pope Nicholas, «bd this ſucrei 
Council, have determined avd mipofed npors mit 
by their Evangelick and Apoftolick* Authovity 
fo wit, That the Bread and Wint which are ſit 


only 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 35 

only « Sacrament, Sign, and figure, but alſo 
the very Body and Bloud of onr Lord Feſas 
Chriſt, (thus far ir is well enough, buc 
what follows is too horrid, and is dif. . 
owned by the Papiſts themſelves) end that 
they ( the Body and Bloud:) are togched and 
broken with the hands of the Prieſts, * anil 
ground with the teeth of the Faithful, ot Sq- 
cramentally only, bat in truth 'and. ſenſibly. 
This is the Preſcript of the 'Recantation 
impoſed on Berengarius, and: by:him at firſt 
rejeed,but by impriſonmenr,and threats, _,_ 
and fear of being put to death; at laſt ex: aug! 4n- 
torted from * him, | Pal. Franc. 

10. This form of -Recantation is to be *3' 
found entire in * Laxfrank, * Alper, and 25ub libri 
© Gracian ; yet the Gloſſer on Gratian, * Fohn Jim ="t* 
Semeca marks it with this note ; 'Zxceps you {cripfe 


wnderfland well the words of Berengarius ( he mitim. 
x b Lib 2, 


ſhould rather have. ſzid of Pope Wicholasy , .; 


and Cardinal Humbertus ) you fball fall into a < ubi ſu- 
greater - Herefie than his was, * for he'exceeded \# . _ 
the truth, and ſpake hyperbolicaliy-. And fo zwerg. % 
' Richard de Mediaville ; Berengarius being: Cenſeeras. 
accuſed, overſhot himſelf in his Faſt ification x "_ IE 
but'the- exceſs:of his words: ſhould. be rug (4, 
aſcribed to thoſe' who. preſcribed. and:[0r 6th. 
forced them upon him. Yer in- all this. prix... 
we hear nothing '' of Tranſubſtantia-.9-* 
—_— - x T £3. 
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Ir. Berengeriu at laſt eſcaped out of 
this danger, and conſcious to himſelf of 
having denied the truth, took heart 
again, and refuted in writing his own im- 
pious and abſurd Recantation, and ſaid, 
That by force it. was exterted from him by the 
Church of —_ the (onncil of want 
25. Lenſrank of Caen, at that time head of 
a Monaſtery in Fraxce, afterwards Arch- 
biſhop of '.Canterbary,, and Guitmunadm, 
Averſanus anſwered him. And though it 


is.not to be doubted but that Berexgarins,' 


and thoſe of his Party, writ and replied 
again and again, yet ſo well did their 
' Adverſaries look to.it, that nothing of 
theirs. remains, ſave ſome -Citations in 


© Taxnfrank, But it were to be wiſht that 


Concil. 
Rem ſub 
#Hild. Pa 
#1979. 


we had now the entire Works of Berem 


' garius, Who. .was a learned man, and 2 
conſtant follower of |! Antiquity, fcx out 


of them we might. know with more 


certainty how things. went, then we can. 


_ of what his profeſt enemies. have 
. al * WO 
12. This Sacramental debate ceaſed a 


while becauſe of the; tumnules of War 


raiſed in Apulia and.:elſewhere by Pope 
Wicholas the Second , but it began again as 


ſaon as Hildebrand, called: Gregory the Se." 
yenth, came to the Papal-Chair. For 
ES. $5 DE 0 Berengarins 


— 


-”- 


of TranſubPantiation. | 1 7 


ſhops were till found to.uphold .it. Nay, TU . 
ſajd to have doubred, \ * whether what we 512i." 
receive at the.Lords Table be indeed the Body of Trevir. 
Chriſt by a (ubftantial converſion, But ' three - ng 


from above, and a new. form of retraca- <1: a 
2 w $a l HV ; 444+» L ; , 
tion impoſed on Rerengering whereby he Tho wat- 

d to confeſs, ynder hs Se 


andenchanting by. Hildebrana ) # ſubſlan- © gue 
tially turned into. * the true and proper Fleſb of apud Abb. 


148 | The” Eiftory 

/ ' that he died in that Roman Faith, yet 
Þ Pogm.Comment.3!1. v there are* ancienter than he, 
ad 2, part, dire#, in- Ag - | | .. 
ot -.. - who 1 ſay; that he was never conver- 
q. 4 any Conſt. gut | ted from his firſt opinion. And ſome 
rempore Brenger-vizit " relate, that after thi laſt candemine- 
$6525 . tion having given over his Studies, 
r Vincent. in Spec. 4nd gruen to the poor all he had, be 
En ctar, roght with bis own bands for bi 
$.r5,:. " * living. Other things related of 
Fe © himbyſomeflaves of the Romas 
4 © . «See, deſerve no credit. Theſe thidgs hap. 
' - ned, aswe have ſaid, in the year 1079, 

and ſoon afrer Berengarins died, © 
od 13. Berexgarius being dead the Ortho. 
. dox and ancient Doftrrine of the" Lords 
WY Supper which he: maintained did not dig 
cafins,z. With him ( as the © Chronicas Cafinenſi 
c.3z} Would have it : ).Forit was ſtill conftant- 


95. Berne Jy retained by St. Bernard, Abbot of Clary: | 


_—_ * 24aus, who lived about the beginning of 
Sers. de the twelfth Century. [In his diſcodrfe on 
$ob-6.36, "ne Lords, Supper, he joyns rogerher rhe 
63. outward form of the Sacrament, an the ſit 
7 tual efficacy of it, 2S the ſhell and the ker- 
nel, the ſacred Sign, and the ehing'h ni- 
fied, .the one he rakes ont of the words of 
the Inſtitution, and the other; - vut of 
Chriſts Sermon in the fixth of St. Fohn, 
And in the ſame place explaining,, that 
Sacraments are not things abſolute in _ 

elves 


| 


qo SY AHhS>SMuunvog > DD mo a> vw 6 
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ſelves without any. relation; but 'Myſte; 
ries, wherein by. the gift of a viſible'fign,: 
an: inviſible and givine grace: with the' 
Body-and Bloud. .of Chriſt is given, he 
Gith, That the viſible Signi as 4 Ring, which 


| # 


6s given net for it ſelf or abſolutely,” but toinmue® © 


4bd grue poſſeſſion of an Efkete made over 16 one.” 


eMeny things (faith he ) arcidone for their 
awn ſehe, and many in reference to ſomething 
elſe, avs thenthey: are; called Signs, A Ring L 
given abſoalately:as 4 gift, and then it hath ao 
other meaning ; it alſo givento make good av 


Sothbat he that -recezves it may ſay, The Ring. 
# not worth much, it # what it ſignifies, the 
Inbiritance 1 values : In this nianner when the 
Paſſion:of dur Lardayew wigh, he took cave thus 


 Invefliture or Cofttratt,, and then its 4 Signs » 


hay Diſciptes might be inveſted: with bu 'yracey 


thatihw inviſible grace might be'afſured and ot 


wen #0 them by arvifible fien.! To thu end: ult + 
Sacraments are inflituted; and to this the pars 
ticipation of the: Enchariſt #4 appointed, Now : -  - 
as no man can-fancy that.the Ring is ſub. : 
ſtantially changed into the: Inheritance; © 


whether Lands or Houſes, -ridne alſo can 


fay: with truth, -or without.abfurdity,thas © | 


the Bread ani i\Wine are : fubftancially 


changed into- the Body and Bloud of 
Chgiſt, But in his Sermon on (the Purifhin 5,rm..ge- 


ſpeaks 


Marie. of 


_ Cation, which none doubes ro be his, he Purif- 3. 


140 ' The Hiſtoy 
ſpeaks yet more plain ; The Body of Chriſt in 
the Sacrament bs the food of the foul, not of the 
belly, therefore we eat him not corporally ; but 
in the manner that Chriſt is meat, in the ſame 
manner we underſiand that he u eaten. Alſo 


- — in his Sermon on St. Martiv, which un- 
rata doubtedly is his alſo ; To thi dey ( ſaith 


he J the ſame fleſhis given'to us, but ſpiritual- 


ty, therefore not corporally, For the truth'of 
things ſpiritually preſenc is cercain alſo, 


As to what he faith in. another place, 


that the Prieſt holds God in his hands, it iv 4 

— fouriſh of Oratory, 2s is that of St, Chry- 
Sued, feftom, In comes the Prieſt carrying the Holy 
' 14. Aboutthe ſame time Repertur, Ab- 
bot of Tuitizm, famous by his Writings, 


| Rupert. 
Abb. 4x. 
1135, 

| Bread in the Euchariſt is not converted, 
211 Exod. but remains. Theſe be his words ; * You 


_ —_ uſt attribute all to the operation of the Holy 


| Conſeque- Ghoſts, who never ſpoils or deflroys any ſub-. 


batur, Pa- flance he uſeth, but to that natural Goodneſs it 


nem eſſe 1,1 before, aids an inviſible excellency which 


Cor K 
Chris, it had not. (He hath » indeed an unwar- 


fe4 Co/pu gantable opinion of the Union of ' the 
i ——_ Bread and Body of Chriſt into one-Per- 
carneums ſon, but it came ( as ſome others, a5'ab- 
— ſurd in that Age) from too great a curi- 
ofity about determinjng' the manner of 
Chriſts 


did alſo teach that the Subſtance of the- 


of Tranſubſtantiation. | _ 14t 
Chriſts Preſence, and of the Union of his 
Body with the Bread, abour which that - 
learned man troubled himſelf roo muck. 
However he neither taught nor mention- 
ed 'Tranſubſtanciation, F864 
15 Not long after that Aſperys,a Monk, 
and ſome others had had ſome diſputes 
about this ſubje&, Pex. Lombard made up his CO 
Books of Sentences, in the fourth where- = xn 
of he treats of the Euchariſt, and thinks Ser.1.4. - 
that it is taught by ſome ſayings of the 
Ancients; That the ſubſtance of the Bread Dif..te. 
and Wine ts changed into the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, Burt ſoon after he adds Jf it be Dift.1:y 
demanded what manner of change that is, 
| whether formal, or ſubſtantial, or of any other 
» | kindzthat 1 cannot reſolve. Therefore he did 
+ | not yer hold Tranſubſtantiation as a point 
of Faith : Nay, he doth not ſeem con- 
ſtant to himſelf in making it a probable 
opinion, but rather to waver, -to ſay and 
unſay, and to ſhelter his cauſe under 
the Fathers name, rather than maintain 
it himſelf. Of the accidents remaining 
without a ſubjeR,and of the breaking into 
' parts the body of Chriſt, ( as Berengarins 
was bid to ſay by Pope Nicholas) he reaſons 
ſtrangely bur very poorly. | of 
16. Ocho, Biſhop of Friſingen, as great Oo Brif- 
by his Piety and Learniog as by his yy —_— 
4 ( tor 


( for he was Nephew to Hey the Fourth; 


and the Emperour Henry the Fifth mar. 


ried his Siſter, he was alſo Uncle to rre- 
derick, and half. Brother to King Comrade) 


lived about the ſame time, He believed 


a and writ,. * That the Bread and Wine remain 
Agric. in . : of NW 
Antigiſt. - the Exchaviſt, as did many more in' that 
p.13: \ BE. 0 
EAn.1186. ..179; As for the new-coyn'd word Tran- 
ſabſtantintion-it is hardly to be found before 
the middle of this Century, For the firſt 
d Ep.140, that mention it are * Perrus Bleſerfis, who 
1, S47-Jived under Pope Alexander the Third 
B.B. Pz- and Stephen Eduenſis © a Biſhop, whoſe Age 
Fam. , 2nd Writings are very doubtful. And 
Poſſiv de thoſe latrer Authors * who make it as 
Scrip.., ancient as the tenth Century, want ſ6f- 
Ec. . ficient Witneſſes to prove it by, as I faid 
g Chap.s. . 
Art.5 0, © before. 


- x8, The thirteenth Century now fol- 


| lowss wherein the World growing both 
#. 1215, older-and worſe, a great deal of trouble 
" —— and confuſion there was about Religion; 
the Biſhop' of Re exalted himſelf not 
.only into his lofty Chair, over the Uni- 
verſal Church, but even into a Majeſtical 
Throne. over all the Empires and King- 
doms of the world. New Orders of 
Friers ſprung up in this Age, who diſpu- 
.. ted andclamoured ftercely- againſt -many 
| Docrines 


\ 


© -- > © 


- 


a. + > fa. @d 


et wow 
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| Churgh, and amongſt the reſt again 


| 


- of | Tranſubſtantiation.. 
Dodrines of 'the ancienter and prer 


hat 
of the Sacrament of the Body and Bloud 


of Chriſt : So that now. there remained ' 


nothing buc to confirm the new.Tenec of. 
Tranſubſtantiation, and-impoſe it..ſo pe- 
remptorily on the Chriſtian world, that 
none might dare ſo miich as to hiſs againſt 
it, This Pope /xnotent the Third bravely 
performed. He ſucceeding Cele/tin the 
Third at thirty years of age, and march- 
ing ſtoutly in the foot-ſeps of Hildebrand, 


called a Council at Rome in St. Fohn Late- rhe Laez 
743, and was the firſt chat ever-preſumed 742 Conn 
to make. the new-deviſed-Dodrine. of * 


Tranſubſtantiation an. Article of. Faith 
neceſſary to ſalvation,and that by his own 
meerauthority. A 8 TINTIINS 

19. How much he took upon himſelf, 
and what was the mans ſpirit and humouc 
will eaſily appear to any man by theſe his. 


words which I here ſet down, To-mve 4t 6. ranccen 3. 


il. 


ſeid in the Prophet, 1 have ſet thee over Ne: Serm. 2, 


tions, and over Kingdoms, to root out, and: to 
pull down, and to deflroy, and to throw down, 
anil to build, and toplant. To me #iſo i « ſaid: 
is the perſon of the Apoſtie, To thee will 1 give: 
the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven. For 1 am 
in a middle fate betwixt God and many below: 
God, but above man ; yea; greater than min, 

| being 
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being 1 julge all men;' and can be judged by nont! 
hidem » 4 wot 1 the Bridegroom,and each of yos ' the 


(54d. 2 Bridegrooms friend > The Bridegroom 1 ami, be- 
| cauſe 1 have the Bride, the noble, rich, bfty, 


and hoty eburch of Rome, who is the Mother 

and "Miſtris of all the Faith/ul, who hath 

©" brought me a precious and ineftimable 

k Addit, multe filie '* portion, to wit, the ſulneſs of things 
Rr OI; ſpiritual, and the vaſineſs of temps 


- 8iasy bac auiem ſol: 


ſupergreſſs eft 'uni- ral, with the greatneſs and multirut 
9 pb - . of both——- ' God made two preat 
Pn TT Lights in the Firmament of heaven; 
rit. @ Obediemis. be hath alſo made two great ' Lights 
__ in the firmament of the Univerſal 
Church, that uw, he hath inftituted ' two dig ni- 

ties which are the Papal authority, and the Re- 

gal. But that which governs the day, that 6, 
ſpiritual things, u the greater, and that which 
governs carnal things the leſs ; ſo that it ought 

 Fobe acknowledged thit there iu the ſame diffes 

rence between the Roman) High Prieſt and 

Kings, 4s between the Sun and Moon, Thus 

he, when he was become Chriſts Vicar, 

or rather his Rival. Theſe things I re- 

hearſe thar we may ſee how things went, 

and what*was the face of the Latine 

' Church, when Pope 7nznocent the Third 
propounded and impoſed Tranſubſtantia- 


m Exerc. thon as an Article of Faith, ” as is 


— an plainly aad at large fer down by a learned 


Author 
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Author George Calixtw who 'deſerves 
equally to be praiſed and ithitated, _-: -;, 
'20. This 1»nocent therefore, who toren- 
creaſe his Power and Authority wrought 
great troubles to the. Emperour Php, 
ript Ortho the Fourth of-.the Empire, for-- 
ced Fob King of Exgland to yield up into: 
his hand this Kingdom, and that of 7re- - 
lend, and make them Tributary to the 
See of Royre ; who, under pretence of a 
ſpiritual Juriſdition, +took to himſelf 
both the Supreme Power dver things tem- 
poral, and the things themſelves; who 


' Was proud and ambicious beyond all men, cove- 


tous to the height of greedineſs ( they are the: 


words of ® Matthew Paris," aud ever ready to nThbift. 


be Fohan. Ree 


commit the moſt wicked villanies To he —_— To Angli: 


recompenced for it, this (1 ſay) was & 
man who in his. Zatera' Council ''pro- 
pounded that Tranſubſtantiation ſhould be 


made an Article of Faith, and: when the - 


Council would-not * grant it, did it him-- o 24.Pa- | 
ſelf by his own Arbitrary-Power, againſt '# #: bift- 
which none durſt open his . mouth, For p,,1.;2. 
thoſe Canons which this day are ſhewn vit« Inn9- 
about under the. name of the Council, ©*3' 
are none of. his, but meerly- the Decrees | , 
of Pope intent, firſt wric by him, and PO 
read in the » Council, and diſliked by in nip. 
many, and afterwards ſet down in the _—_— 
wr 3 % Book 
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Exty. de 
fide & 
jum. Trin. 
c firmiter 
credimus. 


q 1bid. 


r ibid. 


Book of Decretals under certain titles, by 
his Nephew Grigory the Ninth. - 
22; The ſame Pope, after he had pro- 
nounced them Hereticks who for the fu- 
ture ſhould deny that the Body and Blond of 
Chrift are truly contgined in the .Sacrament of 
the Attar, wnder the outward form of Bread 
and Wine, the Bread being Tranſubſtantiated 
into the Body, and the wine into the Blond, 
delivers them all, of what office or dignity foe- 
wer, to the SeculariPower * fo receive condign 
puniſhment, thrat 'is, to be burat, com- 
mands thoſe that are ſuſpected to be tried 
and examined ; and declares them infa- 
mons, diſabled from making a Will, aad 
incapable of -any Office or Inheritance 
that ſhould favour or entertain them, and 
ſets all other Chriſtians againſt them, 
Then he ordains * that the Secular Powers 
ſhall be compelled by Eccleſtaſtick Cenſures pub- 
lickly to fwear that they will defend ( This) 


. Faith, . and endeavour utterly to deflroy all whom 


the Church ( of Rome ) ſhould note for Here- 
ticks. But ( ſaith he:) if che temporal Prince 
doth neglect this, let him be excommunicated: 
Ana af he ſlights to prve ſatufattion within « 


year, let the ſoveraign Pontef be certified of it, 


that he may abſokue hu Subjetts from their alle- 
giance, and expoſe his Territories to be taken 
and enjoyed without any contradittion by any 

Cathclicks 


mn — i» 1 ww . Oa oo. 
cs 


| 


of Tranſubſtantiation. " W7. - 
Catholicks ( Romans ) that deſtroy the. 


' Hereticks, &c, ( that is, thoſe who do not. 


believe Tranſubſtantiation.) Thus 1zxo- 
cent the Third by Excommunications, and 
by Arms,by Rebellions, by Tortures, and 
by burning alive was pleaſed to eſtabliſh 
hisnew Article of Faith, 

22, And traly had he not uſed ſuch ,,,,;, 
means, they themſelves who did cleave Rantiati- 


on and 
to the Church of Rexze would not have + ap 


_ embraced this DoQrine, For it did not FF xne 


find ſuch acceptance, but that many not- reje&ed 
withſtanding did now and then oppoſe it. ? TY: 
Nay, not only Tranſubſtantiation, but 

even the Church ( or rather the Court ) 

of Rome, which,if we believe Chancellour 

f Gerſon, was at this time wholly brutiſh and \ Gerſ.de 
carnal, without almoſt any ſenſe of the things (95 
of God, was rejeed by many, as it is well 
known. For certain it is, that Tranſub- 
ſtantiation being once eſtabliſhed, there 

was a foundation laid to many Superſti- 

tions and Errors, which could neither be 
ſuffered nor approved by thaſe that feared 


God. And among the Subſcribers to 


Tranſubſtantiation there grew a thicket 
of thorny and monſtrous queſtions, where- 
with the Schoolmen were ſo buſie, thatit 
may with great truth be affirmed, that 
then came. 50 light a Divinity concerning 

! L 2 the 


the holy Sacrament, and the Adorati- 
on of it, which was not. only very. 
new, bur very ſtrange alſo, and never 
heard of among the Fathers. Theregrew. 
alſo out of the. fame ſtock Illuſions, 
and falſe Miracles, deceitful Dreams, 
feined Viſions, and ſuch like unchriſtian. 
devices about the Corporal Preſence of 
Chriſt, as that' ſome did ſee a Child in 
the Hoſt, ſome. Fleſh, ſome Bloud, any 
thing that could come into. the idle fan- 
—_— cies of idle and ſuperſtitious men. * Oxe 
in Rnd. at the pgint of death durſt not receive the Body 
neuſir.al of Chriſt, becauſe he could keep nothing in ; but 
An. 121%. 24 he drew nigh to adore it, ha. Breaſt bare, and 
his Arms open, the Hoſt, leaping ont of the 
Prieſts band, having made it ſelf a paſſage, 
entred of its ownaccord into the place where the 
dying mans heart lay hid,and the hole being made 
up again without any thing of a ſcar,the man lay 
v Diſcip; down and then expired. . _Anther * being rea- 
_ "P- dy to die begged, that, hi fide being waſht, and 
' * coveredmith acleancloath, the Body of Chriſt 
y might be ſet on it: which being done, the 
eloath by degrees gaveplace to the Body of Chriſt, 
and ſoon after when that divine Body toucht the 
mans Skin, it penetrated to his very heart in 
the fight of all the by ſtanders, They alſo tell 
 theStory, or rather the Fable, How that 
the Body of Chriſt ( for (lo they call the Con- 


ni, (A nd oo 41 x ys a nn i 
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ſecrated 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
ſecrated Bread) being ſer ina: Buſbel upon 


ſome Oats, . an” Horſe, an Oxte,' and an Aſs 
bowed their knees,' and adored their Lord in the 


149 


Hoff, Theſe, and ſuch like Fictions were 


dayly invented without number by the. 


Patrons of .Tranſubſtantiation, and the 


{| impudence and boldneſs. of coyning ſuch 


Forgeries hath from them paſt upon their 
Succeſſors, This was obſerved.by King 
Fames in the Writings of * Be//armine him: 


X Car Ptl- 
larm,Apol, 


ſelf, who reports of 4 certain: devout Mare q 32. 


that worſhipped the Hoſt kneeling,(know- 
ing doubtleſs that by a due Conſecration 
it was Tranſubſtantiated.) Ceſarims the 
Monk, who lived ſoon after 12»ocext the 


Third, is full of ſuch Miracles ; . and yet 


he hath a Hiſtory which ſhews that in his 
time Tranſubſtantiation was utterly un- 


known to a learned.Prieſt, Canon of a 


great Church. At Colen, (faith he.) zhere 
was a Canon in full Orders, culled Peter, when 
on 4 certain day another of the (anons was ſick, 
and about to receive. the Sacrament in his pre» 


ſence, the officiating Prieſt asked the ſick man, 


' Doſt thou believe that this the trae Body of the 


Lord which was born of the Virgin ? He made 
anſwer, 1 believe it; Peter hearing and o6- 
ſerving their words was amazea at them, Aﬀ- 
terwards he coming alone to Everhardus the 


Profeſſor of Divinity, who h 1 beew alſo preſent 
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at the Communion, he azked him, Did the 


Prieſt queſtion the fick man aright > He anſwered 
y For ſo it yes,4ud whoever believes otherwiſe i an He- 
was de- ; | x , Tr , 
MR retick. Then Peter, weeping, and (miting py 
Innocent 3 breaſt, cried out, Woe #15 me wretched Priefi b- 


How have I hitherto ſaid Maſs? For to this 


honr 1 thought that the Bread and wine after the + 


Conſecration were only a Sacrament, that is, the 
_— repreſentation of the Lords Body and 

Blond. | 
23. Ihavealready touched it, that, to- 
gether with the new Doctrine of Tranſub. 
ſRantiation, there ſprung up new Secs of 
Friers, which indeed in a ſhort time in- 
creaſed beyond belief. For now to the 
Order of Dominicans ( whom Innocent the 
Third had made his Inquifitors to kill and 
nora burn * Hereticks) was added the Order 
ther deny Of begging Franciſcans; and the Auguſtint 
Tranſub- Eremits, and the. Carmelites were ler op 
Fantiati- again, From. theſe came the Schoolmen, 


ſtudies were in that time ) were all im- 


ployed about Commencing Peter Lombard | 


Maſter of the Sentences. 

24. . Theſe men tired their brains ( as 
we ſaid ) about unheard of queſtions, 
touching Tranſubſtantiation, ſuch as'pious 

Al:x ears would abhor to hear.' For they ask, 
4er/ 14 x. Whether that be the Body of Chrift 


$53.78,4. : 
Zr, which 


as we fiow call them, whoſe ſtudies ( as 


an. od wt ws. I. a. © wm =o © wa w(Q© oc a orb oa ow io £4 wn ic iv. 


——_ 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
which ſometimes appears in the form of 
Fleſh, or of a Child on the Alcar, and an- 
{wer that they know not $ becavſe ſuch 4p- 
paritions happen often, and are cauſed either by 
#715 juggling, or by the operation of the Devil. 
2. Whether the Mice ( who fometimes 
feaſt upon the Hoſts when they are not 
well ſhat up ) ear the Body of Chriſt it 
ſelf? Or if a Dog or a Hog ſhould ſwal- 
low down the Confſecrated Hoſt whole, 
whether the Lords Body fhould paſs into 
their belly together with the accidents * 


| Some indeed anſwer ( other ſome being 


otherwiſe minded ) that, chowgh rhe Body of 


Chriſt enters wot into the Brutes mouth as corpo= 
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Idemq.45. 
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ral meat, yet it enters together with the ap-' 


pearances by reaſon that they are inſeparable oxe 


from the other, ( meer nonſenſe) for Z. 
ir 


45 the accidents of the Bread ( 1, e, the ſh 
and taſte, and colour, os L—_ in 
proper * being, ſo long is the Body of Chriſt inſe- 
parably Poe NG how > wherefore of the 
accidents in their nature paſs into the belly, or 
are caſt out by vomiting, the Body of Chriſt it 
ſelf muſt of- neceſſity go along with them : and 
for this cauſe pious ſouls (T repeat their own 
words) do frequently eat again with great re- 
wverence the parts of the Hoſf caft out by vomit- 
#ng. Others anſwer alſo; * That a beaſt eats 


a Thid 4c 
5 ?.M. 3» 


b Tho. Ag. 


S71,f.3e 


not the Body of (Chriſt _ but acti» g.80,c.3, 


4 dentally, 
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demtaily, as a mar that ſhould eat a Conſecrated 


. Hoſt, not knowing: that it. was conſecrated, 


3. They inquire: -about muſty and Totten. 


. Hoſts, and becauſe the Body of Chriſt is 


incorruptible, and not. ſubject ro putre-. 


 c Alger, faQtion, therefore they anſwer; © That the 


(.2-6l. Hoſts are never ſo, and that thongh they appear 


«..if they were, yet in reallity they are not ; 4 
Chriff appeared via: Gardener though he was to 
Gardener. 4+ They demand concerning in- 


digeſted Hoſts which'paſſing through the 
belly are caſt into the draught, or con- + 


cernjng thoſe that are caſt into the worſt 
of ſinks, or into the dirt, Whether ſuch 
; Hoſts ceaſe ro be the Body of Chriſt? 
d Thom.in And anſwer, * That whether they be caſt into 
+4ift-9* the Sink or the Privy, as long as the appearances 


»>of4 WO 


Brulif in { the Boay of Chriſt is inſeparable from 


; 4oift.13. x 
7) ſaPthar it is not cenable,. and that it is 
notſafe for any, to hold it, becauſe the 


eGeg. Pope*« hath forbid it ſhould be maintained . 


Papi 3. under pain of Excommunication, There- 
wr in. fore. the Modern Schoolmen * add, That if 
9.1.4.3, anyſ[hbrald hold the contrary after the Popes de- 
Vaſq in3. termination, he ſhould be condemned by the 
hi Church ( of Rome that is: ) Nay, they hold 
DireA.1n- it to be a Point of Faith which none may 
qui Pc, Goubt of, becauſe the contrary Doftrine hath. 
P- 249-1 e been condemned by Fope Gr egory the Eleventh, 
6-3 NOT : 5. They 


And for the contrary opinion, they. 


of 'Tranſubſtaiitiation. 


5+» They>ask- concerning + the”-accidents, 
whether the Body : of Chriſt be: nnder 
them when they are abſtracted- from their 
ſabje&t? This is againſt Logick. Or whe» - 
ther Worms :be gendred,: or. Mice nou- 
riſhed. of accidents?. And. this againſt 
Phyſick. .6. |/Whether the Body of Chriſt 
can at the very ſame time move both up- 
werds and. downwards, one: Prieſt lifting 
up the Hoſt, and another ſetting ir. down: 
And. I know, not how many more ſuch 
thorny queſtions have' wearied and non- 
pluſt chem: -and:: all--4theiri;$chool, and 
broughte them -t6 ſuch ſtraights: and-ex- 
tremities, that: they: know. not what: to. 
refolve, nor [what ſhifts to-miake.. And 
truly it had-been very happy# for Religion 
if, as the Ancients never toyched or men- 
tioned Tranſubſtantiation; ſo: !arter timesy 
had never ſo 'much as heard; of its: name.; 
For God made: iis: Sacrament: uprizht (as 


he did ® Mex") -but-about it they haves £cc.7. 


ſought ont-many inventions. EE. 


25. Likewiſe, this Tranſubſtantiationi 
hath given occaſion to fome moſt wicked: 
and-impious. Wretches, to. abuſe and pro»: 
fane moſt unworthily what they thoughr 
to be the Body of Chriſt, For inſtances 
may be brought of ſome wicked Prieſts, 
who for-filthy lucre have: ſold ſome Con- 
Heb: | ſecrated 


h Lexncl, 
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de rebus 
Turc. 
xy.116, 


1In4.9.3. 


fecrated Hoſts to Jews and-Sorcerers; who 
have ſtabb'd:and burnt them; and” uſed 
them for Witchcrafre and Inchantments, 
Nay, we read* that St. Lewi himſelf (ve. 
ry ill adviſed in that ) gave once to the 
Turks and Saracens 4 conſecrated Hoſt as 
a pledge of. his Promiſe, and an afluranct 
of Peace. Now, can any one, who count; 
theſe things abominable, perſwade him- 
ſelf that our Bleſfed Saviour would have 


appointed, that his moſtholy Body ſhould 


be preſent in his Church in ſuch a manner, 
as that it ſhould come into the hands of hy 
greateſt Enemies, and the 'worſt of Infi- 
dels, arid beeaten-by. Dogs and Rars, and 
be vomited up; burnt, caft 4nto- Sinks, 
and uſed for Magical Poyfons and Witch- 
craft? I mention theſe with horror and 
grembling, -and therefore abſtain from 
raking any more in this dunghill. ' - 

26. No wonder" therefore if this new 
Dodrine of 7»nocent the ' Third, being 


' liable ro ſuch foul abſardities and deteſta- 


ble 'abufes, few men conld be perſwaded, in 
the fourteenth Century, that the Boay of 


| Chrift @ veally ( or by Tranſubſtantiation) in 


the Sacrament of the Altar, as it is record- 
ed by our Coyntry-man * Robert Holkor, 


A1.1350. who lived about the middlevf that Cen- 


k 


4.6 


3-4 75. 


tury. As alſo * Thomas Aquinas reports of 
ſome 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 155 - 
ſome in his time, who -belitved that after 
Conſecration, not-only the atcidents of the Bread, 
bat #is ſubſtantial form remained. And alber- 
tus Magnus himſelf, who was Thomas his 
his Tator,” and writ not-long after 1»nb- 
cert the Third; ſpeaks of Franſabſtancia- 
tion as of 'a doubrful queſtion only, Nay, 


that it was abſolutely rejeted and oppo- 


ſed by many, is generally: known ; for 
the Anathema of Treat had not yet beckt 
the Lateras Decree, $ 

27, As for the reſt of the Schoolmen 
( efpecially the modern )'who are as ir 
were {worn to Pope Innocents determina- 
rion, they uſe to expreſs:cheir belief in 
this matter with great words, but nej- 


ther pions nor folid,in this manner's ' The 17h. 4r- 
| /, gent. in 4. 


common opinion is to be 'onvil raced, wot becauſe 4.11, 9-1, 


reaſon requires it, but betauſe it ts determined wrt - 
by the Biſhop of Rome, Item,” * Thu? ong bt m $cotein 
tobe of greateſt weight that 'we muſt hold 'wxh = om 
the holy Church of Rome about the Sacrameity' - 
wow it holds that the Bread is Tranſubftlantiated 
into the Body, and the Wine into the Bloud, as it 
is clearh ſaid, Extra, De fide & ſumma Fri- 
nitate. Cap. firmiter, Again, * 7 prove ther " Bacon in 
of neceſſity the Bread is changed into the Body of mon NG 
Chriſt, for .we muſt bold that declaration of 
faith which the Pope declares muſt be held. © 
Thus among the Papiſts, if it be the, 

| | pleaſure 
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Art.24, 
pA.i371. 
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pleaſure of an.imperious Pope-as was is: 
- pocent the Third, Dodrines:of Faith ſhall 


now and then increaſe in bulk and number, 


though they be ſuch as are moſt contrary: 
to holy Scripture, though they were ne-. 
ver- heard of in the Primitive Church, 
and though from them ſuch conſequences: 


neceſlarily follow, as are moſt. injurious to. 
Chriſt and his holy, Religion.-: For after 
I»nocent the Third, the Roman Faith was 
thus much * increaſed by the determinati- 
on of Pope Gregory the Eleventh y, that if 
it ſo happens; the;: Body of. Chriſt. in the 
Conſecrated Hoſt,may deſcend into a 


Rats belly, orinto-a Privy, or any ſuch I 


foul place, - 3 355 - yy 
23, In the fifteenth Century the Coun- 


cil of ' Conſtance ( which by a Sacrilegious 


attewpt took away .the Sacramental Cup 
from, the. People; and from the Prieſts 


when they do not officiate ) did wrong- 
 fully.condemn wiclif', who was already 


dead, . becauſe amongſt other things he 
had taught with che Ancients, That the 


ſubſtance of the Bread aud wine remains mate- 


rially in the Sacrament of the Altar, and that 
in the ſame Sacrament, no accidents of Bread 
and wine remain without a ſubſlance, W hich 
two Aſſertions are moſt trye, | 


—_ 


aw | o: 


29, Cardinal 


% of Tranſubſtantiation. | | 


. 29, Cardinal Cameracexcs, 
about the time of the Council of Cox- 
fence, doth not ſeem to own the Decree 
of Pope Innocent as the determination of 
the Church. . For that. the Bread thould 
ſtill remain, he confeſleth; * That it s 
poſſible : That it is not againſt reaſon or the au 
thority of the Bible, But concerning the con- 


verſion of the Bread he ſays, Thar clearly 


it cannot be inferred from Scriptare, nor 
get from the determination of the Church, as he 
jadgeth. Yet becauſe the common opini- 
on was otherwiſe, he yiglding to the times 
was fain to follow, though with ſome re- 
lIncancy. | SM 

30, The Conncil of Florence,which was 


the Greeks about Tranſubſtantiation, nor 
the Conſecration of the Sacrament, but 
left them undetermined, with many other 
Controverſies. But that which is called 
the Armenians inſtruction { and in this 
cauſe, and almoſt all Diſputes is 
the Decree of the General Coun- 
cil of Florence, by > Soto, * Bellar- 
mine, and the Roman * Catechiſm) 
is no Decree of the Council, as 
we have demonſtrated © ſome- 
whereelſe; but a falſe and for- 
ped Decree of Pope Exzenins the 


art, Es 


Fourth, 


cited as: 


c De Euch. 

Parr.2.c.4. num.18, 
e In the Hiſtory cf 
the Canon of Scri- 
pture, p, 155, 


157 


who lived Cr4.cz- 
meracenfis 


An. 1439, 


ala. 


4 6.42. 


The Coun- 


. *. cilof Flo- 
not long after , did not at all treat with 77.7 


1439s 


Inftrufio 


ad Armen. 


.bma. diſt. 11, q. 1; 


L.4.6.13- 


Fom.ae 


Þ-51553z 
& 56. 


\ fc deCap. 


neceſſ. Cor, 
Schol.The. 


g Ex 47. 
Conc. Flor. 


Fourth, who doth indeed in: that In. 
ſtrugion preſcribe to the Armenians a form 


That by wertue of the words: of Ebrift, the ſi 
ſtance of the Bread'is turned into hu Body, 


of - Dotrine about the I ng 
and 


the ſubſtance of the' Wine into his Bloud:' But 


that he did it with the approbation of the 
Counci), as he often ſays in his Decree, 
15 proved to be 'alrogether falſe, as well 
by the Acts of the Council, as by the un- 
anſwerable Arguments of * C. de Capite 
Fontium, Archbiſhop of | Cefares, in his 
Book De zeceſſaria Theologie Scholaſtice cor- 
reftione,dedicated to Pope Sixtms the Fifth, 
For how could the Council of - Florence 
approve that Decree which was made 


' more than three months after it was 


ended? Ir being certain, that after the 


Council was * done, the Armenians with 


the Greeks, having each of them ſigned 
Letters of Union, ( which yet were not 
approved by all, nor long in force after 
they were ſubſcribed ) departed out of 
Florence Fuly 22, whereas the Inſtruction 
was not given while November 22. There. 
forc by the mutual conſent of both Parties 
was nothing here done or decreed about 
Tranſubſtantiation, or the reſt of the Ar- 
ticles of the new Roman Faith, But F4- 
gexims, or whoever was the Forger of the 
Decree, 


Decree, put' a cheat. upon | his Reader. 
Perhaps he had ſeen the ſame done by 
Innocent the Third, or Gregory the Ninth, 


in the pretended :Decrees of the Council 


of: Lateran, which were the Popes. only, 
but not the Council's. And certainly it is 
more likely Ewgenru: did it rather to pleaſe 


bimſeif, than for any hopes he could have. - 


that at.-his command the Armenranvs would 


receive and obey his Inſtruction ſooner, 


than the Greeks, For to this day the > Ar- hb de Re- 


lig. Arme= 


menians. believe that the Elements of Bread 


of Tranſubſtantiation. | 


139 


Fob. La- 


and wine retain their nature in the Sacrament of. niorum. 


the Euchariſt. 

31, By theſe any conſidering perſon 
may eaſily ſee, that Tranſubſtanciation is 
a meernovelty ; not warranted either by 


Scripture or Antiquity ; invented .about 
| the middle of the Twelfth Century, out 


of ſome miſunderſtood Sayings of ſome 


of the Fathers; confirmed by no Eccle- 


fiaſtick or Papal Decree before the year 
12i5. afterwards received only here an 

there in the Rowan Church, debaged 
in the Schools by many diſputes , litble 


to many very bad conſequences ; rejeted 
( for there was never thoſe wanting that 


oppoſed.it ) by many great and pious men, 


until it was maintained in the Sacrilegi- 
ous Council of (onfaxces and art laſt in 
the 


” 


160 
* the year 1551.confirmed- in the Council 


1 Conctl. 
Trident. 
Seff. 1 3. 


k Bulls 
Pit a. de 
profeſs. 
fiei. 


of i Treat, by a-few Latine Biſhops, Slaves 
to the Romay See; impoſed upon all,finder 
pain of an; Anathema :to- be: feared. by 
nonez.and ſo ſpread. roo:too far, by the 
ryrannical and moſt unjuſt command. of the 
k Pope. So that we have no reaſon to em- 
brace it, untill ir ſhall be demonſtrated, 
that except the ſubſtance. of the Bread be 
changed into the very Body of Chriſt, his 
words cannot poſſibly be true ; nor. his 


Body preſent. Which ' will never be 


done. 
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